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Official Transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of The 
United States of America, the French 
Republic, the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the 
Union of Sovict Socialist Republics against 
Hermann Wilhelm Gocring et al, Defendants, 
sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, on 21 liay 1946, 
1000-1700. Lord Justice Lawrence presiding. 
ERICH R-EDER -- Resumed 
RZ-DIRZCT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Grand Admiral, with reference to your examination yesterday, I have to 
put the following questions to you in re-examination. Sir David was talking 
sbout the fact that before 1933 you had carried out rearmamunt behind the backs 

the leaders of the Party in Germany. I think that question, 2s such, has beer 
clarified, but there is one supplementary question, On whom did it depend just 
what was submitted to the Reichstag? 

A The Reichswehr Linister, Reichs iinistor for Defense, He at that time 
was a member of the government and my direct superior. I had to submit cvery- 


to him which I wishcd to deal with. 


was Grocner, wasn't it? 


hay I draw the Triobunal's attention to the extract which I 
have submitted as Racder's Zxhibit No. 3, according to which article 50 order 
is that the President is giving 211 orders and decrees cven where the 
armcd forces arc concerned, For their v.lidity decruocs coven where the armed 
orc concerned, For their validity dvereus require to be countersigned by 
eneclor or the Linistor concurncd and by the act of countcrsigning rcspon- 
sibility is accepted, In this, our case, the Reichsministur wes competent as thc 


Reichs Linistor, anc anything that was done afterwards was a matter for the gov- 


ernment to docide. Sir David has read to you vocuncnt C 17. It is tho index of 


& documnt written by Cberst Scherf, called The History of the German Navy from 


1919 to 1939. as this book cver written? 
far ss I know, only the index was compilcd, I : a hat if anything 
had been written, then it would first of 211 have been put before mo, but I have 


never hoard of thet at all, 
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DR. SIEMZRS: May I renind the Tribunal that the american Prosecution, at 


the time when they submitted the document, pointed out that as far as they know 


the book was not written, 
- 


BY DR. SIZMER 
|, it is very difficult to base accusations on an index, but 
I want you:to tell mo, Defendant, when did you learn of this index? 

A It was here during my first interrogation by an Amcrican Prosecutor, 

Q Furthermore, D 854, this document which is GB 460, was put to you yos- 
torday. hay I come back to one question put by Sir David. On page l Sir David 
had besen rcading that and it was pointed out that in every sphere of rearmament 

before the 16th of march, 1935, the Versailles Treaty had 
been violated so fur as the letter and certainly es far as the spirit is concer- 
ned and that at least violations had been prepared, Thon Sir David asied you: Do 
you want to say that this is untruc? Your answer was, or rather you answered but 
you didn't quite finish youi ply because it never became quite clear what you 
seid in the German or the English record. I want you to tell me why you are of 
the opinion that Assmann was not quite right in this 

A It is an utter cxaggcration. First of all, violations 2s have been prov- 
ed here in detail were mostly 2 ry minor naturo and the small deviations 

given the impression thet there were many. Sccondly, in the important 
parts, vo never fulfilled the Versa ir cs j | we remfined below the 
the very, very small and useless d.fense which 

assmann's representations are just an oxogg.rotion. 

Assmann's cxpressions in 


practically uvury sphere of rearmament were wrong? 
it the document C 32 was brought into that conclusion because 
So many points which, however closely examined, would turn out to be 
vory minor and that, therefore, thu important points of ro^rmamont, thet is to 
Say construction of iarge ships, there the Navy did not violate the Treaty, no, 
Q Sir David was attaching particular importunce to emphasizing three times 
the fact that you had a great desl of confidence in Assmann, I have nothing to 
gainst it, but over and above it I would like to put a supplementary ques- 
you, Did you have that much confidence in him, that, in your opinion, 


Assmann could pass a proper legal judgment? Was he a legal man? 
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A No, Assmann was a naval officer who wasn't being used at the front any more 
and who was a very clever writer. He had written a few volumes about the First 


World “iar, He was writing very well, but even volumes regarding the First Naval 


War wero correctcd a great deal by the persons concerned by it; but against hin 


and his ability to write history nothing can be said, 


Grand Admiral, I think you remember this document fron yesterday. IS it 


historical work? Is it a finelly corrected edition? 
No, So far as I xnow, he hadn't got that far. He was making summaries 


, 


and cxtracts from war disrics snd tho records he had. 
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Q Assmann has written: 
` "If, considering the situation, there were preparations in 1935 for 
the construction of twelve 275-ton submarines, six 750-ton submarines, and 
four 900-ton submarines, and from 1958 preparations for six 550-ton 
bassi. then one will have to consider the strategic considerations which 
existed at that time," 

If I add, then this shows that there are twenty-two, end one year 
later forty proposed submarines == by no means built, just proposed. Are 
these figures correct in your opinion? 

A In my opinion they are. The only thing I'm not sure about is the 
900-ton type; I can't quite explain that. I can't remember that at that 
time we were building 900-ton boats. 

Apart from the 250-ton typo, our first types were 550-tons or so, and 
then came the 740-ton boats. Perhaps he is thinking of those when he says 


900 tons. We didn't actually build 900-ton boats. 


Q On p ge 158, Sir David hasread to you the following sentence, which 


I want to repeat because it needs clarification. 

"Germany, particularly where U-boat construction is concerned, has 
adhered the least to the limitations of the Anglo-German Treaty. Considering 
the size of the boats aready under order, there will be by 1938 fifty-five 
submarines» In fact, 118 were comple ted or ordered." 

I want to remind you that here was the note No, 6 in the original 
referring to a letter to the Chief of the Naval Budget Department of the year 
1942, where presumably the budget had references to the construction of 
submarines as the years went by. I believe that these figuresneed to be 
clarified. 

According to material at my disposal, it appears that these: fifty-five 
submarines were in accordance with the London agreement; that is to say, 
in accordance with the forty-five per cent agreed in 1935. You probably 
havén't got the exact figure in mind, but is that roughly correct? 

A Yes, that's probably right. 


Q And now, the figure 118. That, according to material at my 
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disposal, has also good reasons behind it. That is the figure which 
corresponds to the one hundred per cent tonnage of submarines. If we had 
118 submarines, then our submarine equipment corresponded to that of Britain 
at that time. 

A Yes, it is correct; and it is also correct that we included these 
further boats in the budget and had ordered them on the 30th of December. 
We had seen Admiral Cunningham and his friends in Berlin and had brought 
about a friendly agreement, in accordance with the contract or the agreement, 
thinking that we could build one hundred per cent. The remark read at the 
beginning, namely, that we had committed both violations in this Sphere, is 
perfectly uhtrue. Until the beginning of the war we have only built such 


U-boats as were dlowed to build; that is to say, forty-five per cent first, 


and later one hundred per cent. That was a great mistake that we did it. 


Grand Admiral, you've just said that it was an untruth. I think 
that, even if Sir David used that word against you, one oughtn't to pass such 
sharp judgment against Assmann, Did you think, Grand Admiral, that there 
was a legal error on his part when ho was wfiting down these details and that 
he wasn't really thinking of what you've just told us had happened; namely, 
that in 1938 there had been an agreement between England and Germany, 
according to which Germany could now build one hundred per cent? 

A That is very probably. When I said "untruth", I meant incorroctness 

Q May I remind the Tribunal that in the fleet agreement of 1935, one 
hundred per cent was planned from the beginning and that Germany had the 
right at any time to increase to one hundred per cent, provided that it 
notified Great Britain, The notification is presumably what you described, 

that is the negotiation with Admiral Cunningham? 

A Yes, that was on the 30th of December, 1938, or it may have been the 
Slst of December. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is the defendant saying that there was a notification to 
Admiral Cunningham on the 30th of December, 1938? Is that what you said; 
that there was a notification to Admiral Cunningham on the 30th of December, 


1938? 
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THE WITNESS: Admiral Cunningham came to Berlin, to this friendly 
negotiation which had been provided for in the agreement. On that 30th of 
December we arranged with him that from now on, instead of forty-five per cent, 
one hundred per cent would be built. 

THE PRESIDENT: Was that an oral arrangement or a written one? 

THE WITNESS: It was a conference between the Chief of Staff, Naval 
Comand Staff, Admiral Cunningham, and certain other individuals, and I can't 
say for certain today, but I'm pretty certain that minutes were taken. 

THE PRESIDENT: Go one 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Mr. President, unfortunately, I haven't been able to place any 
written material. I only know from Raeder Exhibit No. 11 that the agreement 
of 1935, according to which Germany could increase the tonnage, and the 
agreement of '37, according to which Germany had the duty to notify thom of 


such treaties. Generally, in such drastic changes, the written system was 


chosen, although in my opinion it wasn't necessarily a duty in this case. 


Negotiations, as the witness said, did take place. 

A Yes. May .I, perhaps, add that apart from the submarine problems, 
the question of two heavy cruisers was also settled, which we had, also, 
originally dropped when we only wanted to build three, and now we were asking 
that we should have their agreement to build the other two, to which we were 
entitled. That was also agreed upon in accordance with the agreement. 

Q Document 340 wasput before you yesterday; it is US 51. You will 
find it in the British document book 10-A on page 104. I want to put one 
sentence from that document to you again, which hasnot been quoted by the 
Prosecution, neither in November nor yesterday. It appears under figure "2" 
and "c", That is document book 10-A, page 104. And there, under figure "2" 
and "c" there is the following statement -- and I want to add that this is the 
question of sanctions and the possible preparation of a defense against 
sanctions in 1935. I quote from "2-c"; 

"First of all, I prohibit any practice or preparations." 

Witness, I want to ax you this -- 
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THE PRESIDENT: That is not 10-A, 104. 

DR. SIEMERSs: Mre Elwyn Jones has just been kind enough to point out to 
me the English translation. It appears from it that, although I have also 
got the English trouslation before me, that there are two documents 0-340; 
bne has one pag. aua She «ther has two. One hasn't got a heading and is 
dated "Borlin, ?t£t ator, -982". In my opinion == 


THE PRES TOR 
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THE PRESIDENT: That is the one on pagelo? 

DR, SIEMERS: No, on page 10) there is, I just heard from Mr, 
Elwyn Jones, the other document, C 140, which has the heading, "Directive 
for the armed Forces in Case of Sanctions." 

THE PRESIDENT: ‘Yes, and the date of it is 25 January 1933? 

DR SIEMERS: 25 October, 1935, but that is an error, It is 1933. 

MR, ELWYN JONES: There appears to be abother document which is 
not in the document book, 

THE PRESIDENT: Not in the book? 

MRe ELWYN JONES: Not in the bock. 

THE PRESIDENT: I see, 

DR. SIEMERS: Mre Presidents perhaps I may pcint out that the 


Prosecution have presented the document, the óther C 140, US 51. That 


must be the one I have referred to bagause it tallies with the record: 
3 


I mean the record of the session cf 27 November. There will be the 
document to which I have just now referred, 

THE PRESIDENT: Is it C 140 or C 141? 

EERS: C 140, the same number, and that is the same 

as USA 51. 

Mre President, perhaps to simplify it, I may later, after today's 
session, submit the 140 to German and English. 

THE PRESIDENT: You can read the document now and you can 
settle with Mr, Elwyn Jones about the proper notation of the document , 
whether it should be C 140 or whatever the exhibit number cught to be. 


DR, SIEMERS: Very well, sir. 


BY Di, SIEMERS: 

A In the version submitted by the Prosecution, preparation for 
the defense against sanctions is mentioned. I shall now read a further 
sentence to you, and I quote, to begin with, "For the time being, I 
prohibit all practical preparations." Would it be right, therefore, that 
in 1933 nothing whatever was preparcd by you in the Navy? 

A apart from the ordinary state of preparedness, nothing was 


allowed to be done, in accordance with this order. ‘his is merely a 
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a caution on the fuehrer!s part in the event that the opponent might do 
anything following his measures, 


Q You see, the reason why I am asking you this is that yester- 


day in the cross examination your preparations that you were supposed 


“to have made in this connection were held against you. 

DR, SIEMERS: I now come to document c 189, which is USA hh, 
I beg to apologize for troubling the Tribunal in that I am asking them, 
if possible, to look at the document again. It is contained in document 
book Raeder No, 10 page 1h, and, incidentally, Sir David re-submitted it 
yesterday. 
BY Dk. SIEMERS: 

Q Sir Davic was attaching great importance to the tw words 
"against Britain", There under Figure 2 it says, "The C. in C, expresses 
the opinion that later on the fleet must anyhow be developed to oppose 
England and that, therefore, from 1936 onwarc, the largest ships must 
be armed with 35 em. guns like the "King George" class," Would this 
mean that in connection with this remark, you were using the plans of 
Britain in connection with the "King George" class? 

RESIDENT: The reference came through wronc. It came 
through to me 10, page 14. It is not 10, page lh. 

DR, SIMMERS; My Lord, I find it on page-66, I beg to apolog- 
ize. Is my figure correct now? In my English document book it was on 
page lh, but--- 

THE PRESIDENT: It is 66 or 68 in my copy. 

DR, STEVERS: and from there, Mr. President, I have just 


quoted Figure 2. 


Q The only reason, therefore, why you were pointing this out was 
that you were considering the 35 cm. guns used in connection with the 
"King George! class by the British Admiralty? 

A Yes, it was the aim of every navy at that time to know as 
nearly as possible which of the larger calibre of guns was being used by 
other navies, I said yesterduy that, to start with, we would be using the 
French gunboats as a sample, but later on we discovered that the British 


went up to 35 ems, and I must rely on 
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figures that were actually cxisting for 2 possible war and on. always went as 
high as possible. 


Q Would I be right, therefore, If I said that the expression "against 


Britoin" in this connection and grammatically according to German language usag 


is not correct and that it should have said "with reference to England"? 

A Yes, it should have said "with reference to iingland", I said yesterday 
that it would be quite contradictory if just before the conclusion of the pact 
I were to say something like that, 

THE PRESIDENT: That was fully gone into in cross examinction, and the 
defendant stated his explanation of the words 
BY DR. SIXiERS: 

Q From document C 190 Sir David has put something to you, It is the con- 
versation on 2 November 1934 aboard the "inden" which took placc between you an: 
Hitler. He told that you in a conference between you and Goering and Hitler sai 
that he considered the expansion of the navy in the plenncd manner an absolute 
life necessity since war could not be conductuod unless the navy were to safe- 
guard thc ore imports from Scandinavia. It was said that this should be under- 
stood to mcan that the navy was planning for a war and w^s to look after the or 
imports, and that this was an aggressive plan. Are you of the opinion that the 
British navy was not planned to safeguard imports to ingland or for the event 
of war and was not cquipped accordingly? 

A No, there is no doubt about that, 

Q Six submarines are mentioned in this document, Considering that figure 
mney I ask you to tell me the nuaber of submarines thatuGormany should have in 
order to conduct an aggressive war? 

A cell, at any rate, many more than we had in October 1939, a multiple of 
that, 

DR, SI&ZRS: From. document. Lr, President, which was yost.rday submitt 
D 806, I w nt to quote, apart from the second paragraph which has been quoted, 
the first parigraph and put it to the witness, It is D 806, GB 462, submitted 
yesterday tow^rd the middle of the day, 

BY DR. SIEMERS; 
^ There it says, "Reference: Submarine Construction Program, On 27 Octok 


1936 decision mado ro;srding the exploitation of the still available U-boat 
410031 
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to the fleet ageeotiont 1935 and regarding the immediate order- 
| new construction of U-41 to U-51." 


These subgarines that were planned, were they the balance of those subn^r- 


ines which ccording to tho fleet agreement of 1935 you were contitlod to? 


that is 
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Q And then the Grand Admiral has been very thoroughly questioned 


about Austria and Czechoslovakia. Since that subject has been gone into 


in detail, I shall confind myself to just one question: 


Did you at any time have any tasksof a foreign political nature from 
. J o t 

Hitler? Were you especially asked for your advice in foreign political 
A baro Ms im? 
naatters by him? 

A I was never asked for my advice, and I had no foreign political 
tasks, unless you consider the duties which I had to fulfill in Bulgaria 
ond Hungary after my resignation. 


^ 


Q Regarding Czechoslovakia, it has been put to you that Hitlcr had 
intentions of aggression against Czechoslovakia at that timc. I think the 
question ought to be whether thero were intentions for an aggressive war. 

In connection with that, you have been asked about Goering's threat of 
bombardment of Prague, and you quite rightly admitted that such a bombing 
would be a threat. Sir David, of course, cited it as being near to aggressive 
war, but in order to be quite clear, I wont you to tell the Tribunal when 
you learned of this planned bombinge 

A Only after the whole matter had been settled, and only ina 
conversation, I heard no announcement and I knew nothing else of it. 

So that before the occupation you knew nothing of it? 
because military plans against Prague were unknown to me 
SIEMERS: Then there is the document C-100, Mr. President. It 
ented yesterday under the number GB-464. 
PRESIDENT: I have it as Noe 463. 


I beg your pardon; 463. 
BIEMERS : 

Q From that document I want to quote to you from mge 10, It is 
page 6 of the attached document. I want to put the following scntence to 
you, I quotes 

"Fuchrer asks whether there were any special wishes of tho Navy with 
reforence to bases on Dutch-Bolgian Coast. Commander in Chief Navy says no 

are within reach of British coast and are thereforo useless ns 
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submarine bases." 

Was that your opinion regarding the question? 

THE PRESIDENT: Where, exactly, are you reading from? Your pages 
aren't tho same as ourse With referonee to the Roman numerals, for instance: 
Sir David quoted from Paragraph IV. 

DR. SIEMERS: I bog to apologize, Mr, President, but tho German copy is 
very difficult to read. My copy consists of seven pages, and then there is 
an attached document rogarding the report to the Fuchrer on the 6th of 
November 1939. 

THE PRESIDENT: You have got Roman numerals in it, haven't you? Haven! 


you got the passage that Sir David read, Paragraph IV? 


DR. SIEMERS: I can't sce any Roman numerals hero, I'm afraid, but I 


will have a look at the English texte 

THE PRESIDENT: It is in the English text. It is on pago 5, No. IV: 

"Decision of the Fuchrer is made in favor of a western offonsivo beginn! 
very shortly..." and so on, 

DR. SIE/ERS: Apparently, Mre President, Mr, Elwyn Joncs is right. He 
says that the part which I have just been reading wasn't contained in the 
English translation, but it is part of the photostat copy of the original. 
The English translation only contains the first part of the document, and not 
that report to the Fuchrer of November 1939. 

THE PRESIDENT: You had better read it then. 

DR. SIEMERS: Very wolle It is Figure 6 of that enclosuro: 

"Fuehrer asks Commander in Chief Navy whether special wishes of Navy 
exist regarding bases on Dutch-Belgian const. Commonder in Chief Navy says 
no, Since bases are within reach of the British coase and are therefore 
useless as submarine bascs." 

BY DR. SIE!ERS: 

Q According to this, ‘ir, Witness, you were not in favor of an 
occupation of Belgian and Dutch bases, nor did you in any way occupy yoursel 
with this question. 

m This was always my point of view, that Belgium and Holland, asfar 


as the Navy was concerned, could not offer any useful bases since all forces 
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wouid be within reach of the British. That is why I was disinterested in 


Belgium and s uch places, 


Q I now come to D-843, GB-466, which is a document of Brauer from the 


Oslo Embassy, expressing the view that the 
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danger of a British occupation of Norway was hardly very great, and th.t such 
actions wire only being takon by Gerwany, 

I have only one question on thet, Lid the Embassy in Oslo, that is 
Brauer, know the information that admwirel Canaris was supplying to you? 
^ A I can't tell you that on my port. I was never in dircct contact 
Braucr, only with th. naval attache, but I must add that Dr. Brauer hed only 
been in Oslo for a comparatively short period, and that apparently he wasn't as 
well informed as he should have been. Also, statements by Norwegian ministers 
wercn't properly appreciated by him, 
Q Jasn't there an order from Hitler that the Forcign Office should not be 
informed regarding plans concerning Norway? 
A Yos, he expressly ordured that, and apparently for that same reason the 
winistcr himself was informed very late, 
worcs, the Ambassador could not have hed Cansris! information 
niiitory 
hardly, 
Q oThen there wore severocl documents, D-544 and D-845. It was put to you 


from those thet there was no danger in 3c ias the information that you 


roc.ivod at the time diffcrent? 
THE PRESIDENT: ALL this was gonc into yesterdsy, and the witness gave the 
same answer, 
Re SIZiERS: I believe that the following has to be mentioncd though. 
SIX. ERS: 
Dic you know whether as carly as the 5th of April mines had been laid 
in the territorial waters off Norway? 
The Allies had announced it on the 2nd, but the actual operations must 
ken place a few days earlier, 
Grand Admiral, yesterday -- 
(Intcrposing); Dr. Siemers, the only purpose of re-ex-iine 


a: 


ation is to bring out matters which are favorcble to your client which have not 


been raised in cross exemination, that is to Sy, to explain anything which ha 


S 
not been given in cross examination. He has given his account in cross examina- 


good putting it to him again in re-examination, e heve heard it. 
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I think that on this particular point there was onc explana- 
tion missing. 
BY DR. SIXiERS: 

Q You were askcd yesterday what had been the t«chnicol devoloprient since 
1936, and how the legal situation regarding submarine warfare would have been 
influenced, which is a somewhat difficult question, and it is difficult to ans- 
wer it in two Seconds, You have mentioned aircraft, Can't you Supplement your 
statement? 

A Yes, because I had forgotten the most important point, At that time 
there was strong opposition against me, and the important point is that the 


Sighting of ships at sca by aircraft was something quite now and had been 


developed very efficiently, Location was evcloped very rapidly during the wer, 


Submarines could very quickly be located ‘and very quickly hunted, 
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Q Regarding D-841, which is in the affidavit from 


Dietmann, may I, with the Tribunal's permission, make a formal 
application? In this affidavit, there is the following sentence; 

THE PRESIDENT: Dictmann, you mean? 

DR. SIZMZRS:  GB-474 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Dietmann's affidavit. 

DR. SIEMZRS: Yes, Dietmann's affidavit. There is the 
sentence, the last sentence which was read yesterday: “It is my 
personal opinion that the highest formation of the Navy in Kiel 
and other locations in Germany had knowledge of these drosdful 

ings," 

THE FRESIDZNT: Had knowledge or must have had? It seoms 
to me it is in the translation "must have had knowledge." 

WERS: Yes. I haven't got the Gorman and I don't 


now how the original is worded, I only have tho English transla- 


tion. it i ; quite clear to me how the German version was worded. 
in 
put in/the original Germa! 


position is in Gorman pre- 
sumably. 
SIZi;1:5: I presume that originally the statement 
. The copy I have states that this is a translation 


se it is English but I haven't seen the German original. 


3 

SIR DAVID MAXELL FYFE: My Lord, there must have been 
a German copy for the witness yostorday. I don't know whether or 
not it is the original, didn't see it but I assume it was. 

Tit PRESIDENT: It isn't the case that the deposition 
was made in Gorman, then translated into English and then trans- 
lated back into German, was it? 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFI My Lora, that is why I assume 
it was the original. I am sorry it was mde. I haven't got the 
original document in front of mo but I assume thet was so. I will 
find out in a moment for you, 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes. What is the point, Dr. Siemers. 

DR. SIZMERS: I believe that this sentence should be 
struck from the document. 

You mean, you are asking to have it struc 
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out or what? 

DR. SIEMERS: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: What do you have to say, Sir David. 

SIR DAVID MAX ELL FYFE: My Lord, tho witness sets out 
"fully the fact in tho preceding paragraph of tho affidavit and 
then it is true that ho introduces tho sentence "By my personal 
opinion..." but the gist of tho statemnt is that from these fact: 
which I have stated",...tho highest fore tions of the Navy in Kicl 
and in other places in Germany must havo had knowledge of these 
terrible conditions.‘'---a man who has been working in that dotach- 
ment of the German navy and knows the communication between that 
detachment and the hoadguartors, is in a position to say whether 
headquarters would have knowledge from tho facts he has stated. 
In his inference, that has a greater probative valuc than tho in- 
ference which the Court can draw. The objection to the statement 
of a mattcr of opinion is whore the witness gives his opinion on 
a matter on which the court is equally capable of drawing its 
opinion from the samo facts but the importance of that statement 
is that he is saying “working in the bow and being familiar with 
the chain of command and communications," and I say that anyone 
at Kiel must have been able to learn from these facts what was 
going on at these places -- so that is the narrow point, whether 
his special knowledge entitles him to express a view which the 
Court, without that special knowledge, would not be in a position 
to draw. 

THE PRESIDENT: But ought he not theoretically to state 
all the facts and if he doos state all the facts, then the Tribun 
will be in the same position as he is to form a judgment and it i 
for the Tribunal to form the judgment. 

SIR DAVID MAX’ ELL FYFZ: My Lord, that is exactly the 
point to which I was addressing my argument, that thoro is an 
additional fact, that because he was working thoro, was part of 
the chain of naval command and ho is speaking of the knowledge of 


the naval command from the point of view of somebody who was worl 
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sourcos of knowledgo, 


is an additional fact. 


oxprossion of his inowlodgo may bo 


^ 


just as much as it is 


a 


fact, as it 


put it. 


1 


THE PRESID3NT Yos, iz 


directly rolovant to an issuc. 


TT 
n 


botnet 
pin 


T 
au 


SIR DAVID FYFE 


THE P a 


PRESIDZNT: It is 
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your Lordship says in form, it 


is tho ovidoneo of 


somebody who has 
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it is a well-known distinction, for 


between tho persons who have export 
largo and, my Lord, thc opinion of 


of tho facts must, my Lord, have pr 


tho Chartor. My Lord, if tho 
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all, I submit it should cover th 
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and tho necessity of constructive knowlcdge 


man's mind and tho 


a fact in cortoin circumstanccs 


is stated, as Lord Broyno once 


is 


Yos, my Lord, that is the point 
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My Lord, in a sonso, it is not 


is not in a usual form, but it 


speciel knowlodgo. My Lord, 
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rgument oursclves but, my Lord, on the gencral position, the only 
reason that I have occupicd even this much of the Tribunslts time 


Article 19 is an important mattor in viow of the prosccu- 


is 
* 
M 
b 


ion and, therefore, we have to arguo against it boing whittled dow. 
1t is the only reason that I take up tho Tribunal's time. 

DR. SIEMERS; Mr. President, may I just draw your attonti 
to ono point. Sir Davia has just boon mentioning tho woll-known 
logal difference. That is just what I want to make my argumont on, 
tho difforon cc bctwoon facts and opinions. Horo opinion is mon- 
tioncd and plceso noto that thc following sontonec doos ovon go 
further thoro; thoro, tho witnoss is coming to a legal opinion and 
ho is stating v is rcsponsiblo; therefore, hc is 
sort of judguont,. Furthermore, ploaso, will you consider that this 
is quito a minor official who, aftor all, can't possibly make such 
far-reaching statoaonts, saying that highor formations in Kicl and 
somo other places, quite gonorally oxpressed in Gcrmany, had know- 
ledge of something or other. 

1E PRESIDINT Tho Tribunal will adjourn, 

SIR DAVID i:AXWVZLL FYFE My Lord, boforo tho Tribunal 
adjourn, might I mako a correction and an apology? My Lord, I 
thought that a copy in Gorman had boon put to tho witness yostorday, 
of this affidavit and apparently it was a copy in English. The 
original affidavit was sont off on tho bth of May; it was vorifiod 
over tho telephone by Coloncl Phillimore and it has not yot arrived: 
an Lnglisk copy was sont and has boon processed and the original 
will bo put in as soon as it srrivos. My I thought wo had 
the original but apparontly it has not yot arrivod, but it is an 
snglish document put to tho defondent. 

THS PRESIDENT: Will you lot Dr. Sicmers soo tho original 
as it arrives? 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: Yes, 


(A recess was takon,) 
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4H PRESIDENT: The Tribunal has carefully considered Dr, Sionors! 


application ond it has decided that the passage to which he objects and which he 
asks tho Tribunal to strike out in the affidavit of Walter Kurt Dictimann shall 
not bc struck out, in vicw of article 19 of the Chartor. The passage contains 
an $pinion only, end the Tribunal will consider that opinion in relation to the 
wheic of tho evidence when it is before the Tribunal ; ond will decide at that 
time the probative value of this opinion as woll as tho probative value of the 
other ovidonco. 

Dr, Sionors, may I remind you that you told us your re-examination would 


you hoped, about half an hour? 


DR. SLZERS: Yos, Lr. President, I shall conclude very shortly. 


Grand admiral, in comection with this commndo decree which we 
discussed ^ good deal, yostorday Sir David put à case to you regrrding tho attack 
on the ship Tirpitz. In this connoction I should like to ask you: Do you rocoll 
thet in this particular ^ point was r^isod in the testimony of Wagner sbout tho 
British soilor Evans? 

Yes. 

Q snd do you reeall also that, according to the affidavit of Flo sch, 
number 64, GB-57, Flesch declared: "I do not know thet Evens wore 5 uniform"? 

Yos. 

Thon l do not nood to submit tho cocument to you? 

No, I don't nood it. 

Do you roc^ll further that in document UK 57 ; Which was submitted on 
the samo day during Wagner's testimony, he soys: "The British sailor Evans wes 
captured weordng civilian clothing"? 
ind that was one case where tho SD, on tho basis of the cormendo ordor, 
committod c murdor without the knowledge of tho Navy? 

This man had been apprehended by the SD or the Police, not by tho 
l been interrogated by tho idmiralty in the reontimo, 

The socond case of which ycu oro accused is thc scbotage attack before 

I clorifiod this situstion in Wagner's testimony tno othor day, 


In this document it also statec that these people, as civilions » tricd 
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to escape to Spain. 
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RP tha 7 
i Yes, that is truci 40137-0023 
Q Grand Admiral, ot my time, when smoll arms were used, which were 


discussed yesterday, and when this group was led by Vice Admiral Hoyo, dic our 


J 


soldiors ever appear in civilian clothing? 
4 


à No. 

Q Always in uniform? 

i Yes, always in uniform. They wore soldiers and they were used, along with 
submarines and other craft like that, 

DR, SIEMERS: ås my last point, lir, President, I should like to point 
out thot yostorday Colonel Pokrovsky submitted a document, USSR 460, which dools 
with the Hoscow declaration. 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: ly Lord, tho point is thnt yesterday the Tribunal 
made 2 decision about submitting to the attorney for the defonse oxtrocts ffom 
USSR 460. Tcday the prosecutors have exchanged opinions amongst thonsolvos; and 
the prosecution of the Unitcd States, represented by Mr, Dodd, Sir David Hexwoll 
Fyfe for Great Britain, ond mysclf for Russia, havo 2grcod thot it is recessary for 
us to request you to permit us to read into the record here today, so that it will 
bo included in the record for today, sovorol brief oxtrocts referring to «dniral 
Doonitz, to Koitol, and to Jodl,  Thoso are the cxcerpts which, yesterday, the 
Tribunal did not find possible to heve read into the record as evidence, Vo 
understood tho Tribunal in such a manner as to interprot that as being 
occasioned by lack of time to consider it thoroughly. 

From our viewpoint, it is cxtremely important to have these ocxcerpts 
read into the record today. The excerpts referred to yesterday by the defendant 
have hot beon included in yesterday's minutes. For that reason I am requesting 
just about five minutos! time to read these excerpts into the record today, on 
behalf of the prosecution of the three amtrics, 

THE PRESIDINT: What would be tho most convonicnt course, Dr, Sianors? 
Would you like to have than road now so that you cm put any questions upon them? 

DR, SIZIERS: Mr, President, may I just make this remrk? The Soviet 
Delegation has been kind enough to put the original at my disposal. I peruscd the 
original yesterday, and I looked at the excerpts and oxtracts, : Tho Sovict 
doleg^tion has also becn kind enough to put a photostatic copy of the oxtracts 
involved at tho disposal of the High Tribunal. I am completely in agreenont with 
the suggestion, but I personally do not have the intention of putting any 


questions on this document, 
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DR, 3LEMERS: I would like to ask that tho resolution which was put 
forth by tho High Tribunal yostorday be upheld, that this not be read, the samo 
procedure which has bem applicd to other documents of the same type which were 


E 
not read oithor, 


^ 


THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, tho document was originclly in 


German.  Prosumably it has been transi^tod 
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025 
into Russian; it has certainly been translated into English, Unloss tnc mombors 


of the French Prosecution want it rc d, if it hasn't been translated into French 


there doesn't seem to be any use taking up thc time of the Tribunal in reading 


$t into the record. 'e have got the document in inglish, and we have all rea 
read into 
the record, it will 
the defendants who ere referr.d to, and this witness, or this dofoud 
off thc stand, If they want to cross-examine about what he h-s 
i 
thon wo will, I suppose, havc to bring this dcfonda 
we will lose far more tiic by doing that, rather than 
Pokrovsky take five minutes to rend it. They 
want to cxamine about it 
THE PRESIDENT: 
DR. SIEUZRS: If you don't wish to 

clude your re-examination, and then Colonel Pokrovsky can road the docum 
Then any of the other defendants can question the witness upon it if they 

SIX: Yes, 

PRESID.:NT: ould that not be the best w2 » Colonel 

NIEHERS: I am agro 
document need not be read 
said that the defendants are not fonili with this docuuüunt, They orc thoroughi 
familiar with it, I belicve s it AT thin: that it needs 


to bo read, However, i it really makes very little differ- 


onec io mo personally, 
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THE PRESIDENT: If the defendants! counsel do not want i t read 


then the Tribunal does not want ot have it read unless defendants! counsel 


want to ask questions upon it, 
e 


DR, KRANZBUEHLER: Mre President, I am not interested in having 
"the document read, I know the dccument. 

DR, SIEMERS: I have just been advised that the cefense attorneys 
know the document, do not put any value on having it read and do not wish 
to put any questions, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well then, Mr. Dodd and Colonel Pokrovsky, it 
does not seem that it serves any useful purpose to have it read, 

MR. DODD: No, I am satisfied your Honor. I have not heard from 
Keitel's attorney; I assume he is satisfied. I am just eoncerned that at 
Some later date == a very interesting document to us, Of course we I am 
Just concerned scme question may be raised and I am also sympathetic to 
the desire of these defendants not to have it read publicly, 

The defendant Schacht!s counsel has not ken either, I think 
it might be well,Mr, President, if we had a careful statement from counsel 
for each of these men that they do not wish to question of it eo that we 

ean be completely sure that it will not be raised again, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think the Cefendants! counsel are all 
here or all the defendants are represented and they must clearly understand 
what I am saying and I take it from their silence that they acquiesce in 
what Dre Sjiemer!s has Said, that they do not wish the document to be read 
and they do not wish to ask any questions, 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: I have not understood your decision, my Lard, 
Are you permitting me to read these few excerpts or are you not? 

THE FRESIDENT: No, Colonel Pokrovsky. I am saying as the 
cefendants* counsel do not wish to document tc be read it need not be read, 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: We do give a great deal of importance and 
Significance to this document as it involves not only the interests of the 
defense but also the intereste of the Prosecution, 

The document was accepted by the Tribugal yesterday but for some 


reason only a very short part of it was included in the stenographic record 
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for the day and it seems to me that the defense today have reasons not to 
have it read publicly, especially the defense counsel for Keitel, Jodl and 
Raeder, It appears to me that our interests are quite at stake there, I 
mean that we have it included in the stenographic records, 

THE FRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky and Dr, Siemers, the Tribunal 
has ruled yesterday that it was unnecessary that the document should be 
read and the Tribunal adheres to that decision in view of the fact that the 
defendants! counsel do not wish it to be read and have no questions to 
put upon. 

Yes, Dre Siemers, 

DR, SIEMERS: Mr, Fresident, I will now conclude my examinztion 
of Grand Admiral Raeder, I do nct know whether other questions will be put 
to Grand Admiral Raeder, 

THE FRESIDENT : Is there any questicn which has 
the cross-cxamination which the defendants? ‘counsel want t put? 

DR, KRANZBUEHLER: I should like to put twc questions, 
Fresident. 

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Grand Admiarl, in cross-examinati n you were confronted with 
orders and memoranda as to the U-boat warfare, 

A Yese 

Q Do you consider yourself responsible for these decrees dealing 
with the U-boat warfare which during your term as commancer-in=-chief 
of the navy were issued and which you issued? 

A I consider myself fully responsible for the total nunber of 
decrees issued as to the U-boat warfare which to 
bility as well as every naval operation which I 


In the S,K.L. and with the officers of the SeKeLe I worked out these 


directives, I approved memoranda and in accordance therewith put forth my 


decrees, The comnander-in-chief of the U-bcats was solely the tactical 
commancer of the U-boats. He transmitted the orders and he led and 
carried through the operations. 

Grand Admiral, Sir David yesterday accused you of the fact that 


ermine who actually gave the orders that the log book of 
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the U-boat that sank the "Athenia! was to be changed. Admiral Godt testi- 
fied in answer to my question that he had issued this order at the reques! 


sf Admiral Doenitz. Do you know of any fact which would show this testimony 


of Admiral Godt to be incorrect? 


A No, I did not concern myself with this case. I only decreed 
the three points which have been mentioned repeatedly. 
Q Therefore, you consider Admiral Godt's testimony as being 
A I assume that it is correct since everything clse he said 
very reliable, 
DR, KRANZBUEHLER: I have no further questions, your Honor. 
THE PRESIDENT: The defendant can return to the dock, 
DR. SIEMERS: Then, with the permission of the High Tribunal I 
Should like to call my first witness, the former Reich Minister of the 


Interior, Severing. 


KARL SEVERING, called as a witness, took the stand anc testified 
as follows: 
BY THE PRESIDENT: 

Q Will you state your full name? 

A Karl Severings I am 70 years old and I live in Bielefelc. 

Q Wait one minute. Will you repeat this oath after me, 

I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will speak the 

truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

(Witness repeated oath.) 

THE PRESIDENT: You may sit down. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. SIEMERS : 

Q Mre Minister, please tell the High Tribunal what role you played 
up until the year 1933 in the Social Democratic Party and which ministerial 
posts were yours up until the year 1933, 

A at the age of sixteen and a half years I entered the lahor 
union movement and when I was eighteen years I entered the Social Demoerate 


ic Party and as a result of that I was active and had honory positions at 
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the U-boat that sank the "Athenia" was tc be changed. Admiral Godt testi- 
fied in answer to my question that he had issued this order at the reguest 


of Admiral Doenitz. Do you know of any fact which would show this testimony 


of Admiral Godt to be incorrect? 


A No, I did not concern myself with this case. I only decreed 
the three points which have been mentioned repeatedly. 
Q Therefore, you consider Admiral Godt's testimony as being correct? 
A I assume that it is correct since everything clse he said was 
very reliable, 
DR, KRANZBUEHLER: I have no further questions, your Honor. 
THE PRESIDENT: The defendant can return to the dock, 
DR, SIEMERS: Then, with the permission cf the High Tribunal I 
Should like to call my first witness, the former Reich Minister of the 


Interior, Severing. 


KARL SEVERING, called as a witness, tock the stant anc testified 

as follows: 
BY THE PRESIDENT: 

Q Will ycu state your full name? 

A Karl Severingg I am 70 years old and I live in Biclefelc. 

Q Wait ane minute. Will you repeat this oath after me, 

I swear by God, the 4lmighty and Omniscient, that I will speak the 
pure truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

(Witness repeated oath.) 

THE PRESIDENT: You may sit down, 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 


Q Mr. Minister, please tell the High Tribunal what role you played 
up until the year 1933 in the Social Democratic Party anc which ministerial 
posts were yours up until the year 1933. 

A At the age of sixteen and a half years I entere? the labor 


union movement and when I was eighteen years I entered the Social Democrat- 


ic Party and as a result of that I was active anc had honory positions at 





T A 


a relatively early age. 
In the year 1905 I was counsellor in the City cf Bielefeld, I 
“belonged to the Reichstag from the year 1907 up until the year 1912. and I 
. became a member of the Reichstag once more and a member of the Prussian 


Diet in the year 1919. I was in the Reichstag and in the Prussian Diet 


until the year 1933. I was Minister from the year 1920 until 1921, that 


is Minister of Prussia; then again from 1921 to 1926; from 1930 until 
1933. Then in the meantime from the year 1928 until 1930 Minister of the 


Interior for the Reich, 
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Q When and why did you leave publie life? 

A From official public life I took my departure in July of 1932; from 
*political life at the time in which there was prohibition against the Social 
Democratic Party. 

Q Were you, because of your leaving public life in 1932, or porhaps at 
a later date, were you arrested and, if so, at whose order? 

A I was arrested on that day on which the Enabling Act was published i» 
the Reichstag. This order for my arrest was signed by the then Minister of 
the Interior, Mr, Goering, who at that time was also president of the 
Reichstag.ond, if I may utter on opinion, who would have had tho obligation, 
as president of the Reichstag, to protect the immunity of tho members of tho 
Reichstag. Under the breach of this imunity I was arrostod at the moment 
at which I entered the Reichstag building. 

Q Mr, Minister, but you participated in the vote on the Enabling Act? 

A The Chairman of the Sooial Democratic Reichstag faction had complains 
against the treatment which was accorded me, had complained to Goering, but 
this complaint had only the outcome that at the time of tho vote I was not 
permitted to take replies. Then the Reichstag President Gooring permitted 
me to say no as my vote for the Enabling Act. 

Q You were arrested but briefly? 

A On the next day I had to be present for a further interrogatione 
I was permitted to leave Berlin on tho second day and had tho instruction to 
be ready at my home in Bielefeld for further interrogations, 

Q Mr, Minister, despite your well-known anti-Nazi position, you were 
not arrested later and put in a concentration camp ~e that is as far ns I know’ 

A I wasnever in a concentration camp, but that wqs a result only =-=- 
and I say this with all modesty =e of the respect which the old Prussian 
officials had for me, At the end of October of 1933 I heard from the Police 
Chief in Bielefeld that something was in the wind against me, The Police 
Administrator advised me that they would not be in a position to give me any 
protection and they advised mo, therefore, to leave Bielefeld for several 
nodis, I followed this advice that they gave me from October, 33 until the 


end of March, *34, I lived in Berlin, I used a false name, First of all I 
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stayed with friends; then I was in a small Jewish sanitorium in “msec. 
then in August of the year 1944 there was a further arrest imminent. The 
list of those who were to be arrested summarily -- that is the list of those 
men and women who were suspicioned of having plotted against Hitler in July, 
1944, my name was on that list. One of my friends -- 

THE PRESIDENT: Did you say '44 or 134? 

DR. SIEMERS: '44, After the attempted assasination of Hitler of July, 
1944. 

THE WITNESS: May I continue? 

BY DR. S IEMERS: 

Q Please doe 

A After the attempted assasination of Hitler there was a directive 
given to the police which ordered certain people to be arrested, On this 
list issued in Biclefeld my nomo was to be found. Then one of the officials 
whom I knew from the past pointed out that I was close to my seventicth year 
of life and had lost my son in the war. By pointing out this fact, that I 
was almost seventy and that I had lost a son, he succeeded incrossing my name 
from tho list. 

Q Aside from tho things you have just pictured to us now, did the 
National Socialists damage you or did you derive any detrimental cffect from 
them? 

A The further detrimental effects were that I was limited in my 
movements. I wasnot especially surprised that the postal sorvice and the 
telephones were under control. I considered that asa matter of course. 

But I could not evon take a trip without being followed and watched by the 
polico. Mr. Minister, I should like to call your attention to tho fact that 
I had material damagd but besides that I had ideal damages, nnd those I 
recoived at the hands of the National Socialist Party after they assumed power 
I had many disadvantages that waye A political measure, Which originated in 
the yoar 1932, was used against no, and I might say it was used against me in 
a criminal way. They talked about me as the "thief of millions", and this 
epithet was applied to my family and the members of my familye 

THE PRESIDENT: Dre Siemers, is this witness going to give any evidence 
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which has relevancy to the Defendant's case? 

DR. SIEMERS: Yese 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, bring him to it then as soon as possible. 

DR. SIEMERS: Very welle 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Mr. Minister, try to be as brief as possible in this connection, 
It is of course true that you had ideal damages as well, but as the basis of 
my examination and your testimony I would like to ascertain whether there 
were tremendous damages which accrued to you and I would like to havo you tell 
us, but briefly, whether National Socialism -- 

THE PRESIDENT: Dre Siemers, what rolevancy has that got to Preder's onse! 

DR, S IENERS: Mre President, I should like to marshal my questions to this 
point, that through a briof description of the life of the Minister, as shown 
during National Socialist times, that he can answer the questions which deal 
with Raeder; ‘that he can give objective answers about Raeder for, first of 
all, he had no advantages but rather disadvantages from the Nazie 

THE PRESIDENT: You have dealt sufficiently with the disadvantages now. 
Go to the matters which relate to Racder. He has given us, from 1933 to 
1944, a fairly general account of his life and that ought to be sufficient. 

DR. SIEMERS: The prosccution accuses the Defendant Roeder, that in his 
capacity as Commander in Chicf of the Navy he violated the Treaty of 
Versailles, specifically, with the intention of carrying on aggressive wars, 
and also, to do with behind the back of the Reich governnent. In order to 
shorten the proceedings and the testimony, I would just like to mention that 
this is a fact; we do not dispute this fact. It is a matter of history that 
Germany, in the devélopment of her Navy, acted against the stipulations of 
the Versailles Treaty. These facts are known to the Tribunale Even before 
this deadline, the then government deoreed that an armored cruiser was to 
be constructed. About the construction of this cruiser there was a political 
debate, and in a debate before the Reichstag dealing with this cruiser the 
witness gave a speech. I have a brief excerpt from this speech which I should 
like to submit to you and which I should like to reade Mre President, this 


is Raeder Exhibit No. 5, to be found in Document Book I, Page 13. This is an 
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extract from a speech by the Reichsminister Karl Severing to the Germn 
Reichstag on the 20th of January, 1928. 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Mr. Minister, at this period of time you were not a minister. 
Rather, you gave this speech as a member of the Reichstag? 

A Yes, that is correcte 

Q The extract rends: "Now the armored cruiser. The fact that a 
government, which knows precisely what gigantic sums we must raise during the 
coming year, should make such demands, is, to say the least, very remarkable, 
It says, the Peace Treaty permits it -- yes, but the Peace Treaty also 
decrees the payment of reparationse The 93 million marks demanded for this 
year will play their decisive parttonly in their consequences and thosc 
consequences require several hundred million marks to raise, which during the 
next few years seems to me absolutely impossible. Considering the development 
of weapons for naval warfarc, I am unconvinced also of the military value of 
armored cruisers. It may be that armored cruisers are the backbone of the 
defense nt sea, as the government says. But, to form an active fighting 
unit, (Gefechtskoerper) a backbone must also be made up of other members, of 
U-boats and airplanes, and as long as we are not allowed to build these, 
armored cruisers are of very little value even for defence" Is that extract 
from the speech correct? 


A Yes, that extract is reproduced ocrrectly. 
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Can you gather here that the Social Democrats and you, pere 


onally, at that time were ofthe . opinion that the "ehrmascht which was 


granted Germany according to the Versailles Tre aty might not be used 


defensive war because it was not larze encugh? 
That is ccrrect, 
Will you please comment on that a little more extensively. 
that the 100,000 army which wes rrantod tc Germany and which 
was not to be used for a defensive war everyone 
Germany knows that today who was concerned with 
was a very bod situation that cbtained for Germany, 
the establishment of the corridor, and the position which 
in her relation to her eastern neighbore The insular i 
Prussia even at that time forced Germany tc 
and carried through with disag 
had a right to be protected 
the east. I'm not Speakin; 
of theplans of the Polish Government, 
the fact that in the years 1919, 1920 
wanted t 
ioly with the idea 
THE PRESIDENT: 
only i 
from nearly all the defend and a good many of their 
surely, it is not assisting the Tribunal in the very least 
this witness said in 1928 or what view he t 
DR. SIEMERS: May it please the Hich Tri nal, I believe 
course of the testim- ny it will be shown that Minister Severins 
member of that government, a cabinet member ofthe 28th, and the governe 
ment was carried through this cabinet andits meeting, I agree with the 
opinion of the High Tribunal that thesematters hove been heard very fre- 
quently, but I should like to point out that Sir David even yeste 
in cross=examination accused the defendant th^t, 
Reich Government ^nd against the wish of the organizati 


the testimony of Raeder, he violated the Treaty of Vers 
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after the testimony of Raeder, the Prosecution persists in their opinicn 
e 3 L E 3 


I have no other possibility to correct the inaptitude of the opinion of 
the Prosecution. The only way I heve to do that is throughthe question - 
@ing of the wtness. 

E PRESIDENT: The question that the Treaty of Versrilles was 
vicleted is a question of fact and, of course, upon that you can z ive 
evidence and you did give evidence through the defendant Raede er; but 
this witness is mt talking about the question of facte He is arguing 
that Germany was entitled to defend herself in violaticn of the Treaty 
of Vers^illes. That is what I understood his evidence to be and that 
is a question of argument, not a qv.stion of fact. 

IEHERS: Mre Presider is far as I know ss 
THE PRESIDENT: Dre Siemers, th lass of evidence which has 
just been given by this witness will not be listened to by this Tribunal. 
If you want to prove facts by him, you can prove them, but you cannot 
arguments ^r his views upon arcuments. 
SIBMERS: 
Q Could Germany with her Wehrmacht protect her 

attack in Silesia and Poland? 

In the year 1920 the Wehrmacht could n t protect Germany in 
Hast Prussia; thercfore, it was necessary to jrotect the population of 
East Prussia, and this was 5r ught about in that I, personally, give my 
voice and agreed that all weapons which were found in East Prussia were 
to be given to the population. Uncer conditions whith applied at that 
time, even for purposes of inspecti n, it was very hard to pass through 
the corridor even by rails; so that in the year 1920, ad to make a 
tour of inspection by way of water rather than land. am mentioning 


this fact to sh^w the difficulties (f transportation through the corridor. 


l want tc show thedifficulty. In the years 1920 and '21, it wasnot 


possible for theGerman Wehrmacht to prevent attrcks of Polish insurgents 
in Upper Silesia and, I am sorry to say, and I emphasize "I am sorry", 
that a certain self defense had to be created in order to protect and 
defend German life and German property e 
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Q Mr. Minister; Reichswehr Minister Groener, beginning with 
January, 1920, were the peasures which he wanted applying to armament 


based, as far as yo on defensive or offensive bas 


4s far as I kncw, the way Groener carried on h: 
n the thought of 


4 
everytning that he did and carried through was based 


Cefensee 
this also ap,lies to the ::mored cruiser. I should liie to 


why the Social Democratic Party, who was interested in the idea of 


‘efense, was against the builcing of this armored cruiser, 
The Social Democratic Party in the year 1928 was against the 
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building of the armored cruiser for the economic situation did not warrant 
the making of any expenses which wore not absolutely necessary. And the 
Social Domocratic Party wanted to prove and to show that they could do 
ovorything within their power ond t.oy war They 
did not boliovo that tho building of an armored cruiser would be a good 
gesture for tho bringing about of r^ 

Mr, liinister, on the 28th of Juno, 1928, a new Reich Government 
formed.  lioollor was chancellors Stresemann was frooign minister, 

were minister of the interior. What position did your govornmont tako 
to tho problom about disarmament stipulated in Versailles, disarmament by 
all countrios as vs, the armamont of 

A I have already touched onc assorted this problem. In the Social 

Domocratic Party ond after the ontr, of Mocllor into the government, we werc 
of the opinion that wo would have to use all our offorts in order to solvo 
just this problom. In Soptombor of 1928 tho French Chancellor Mooller, as 

oputy of tho iinistor Strosomonn, vho was ill, went to Gonova 

in ordor to bring this problem boforo tho League of Notions mectinge 

a vory definito and fir: spooch which, if I remombor corroctly, 
was rocoivod vory cooly by alliod statosmons so that any practical suggestion 
for tho roalization of disarmament 2 uv iot be hoped for, 

Q Mr. Minister, in J 1928, you spoke with Reich Dofonso lünistor 
Groonor about tho bugot ond, spocifically, about the fact that thoro woro 
id knowledge which had gone through tho Wehrmacht about this 
armored cruisor anc so forthe. What attitudo did you take 
in this connoction and what results came about on tho basis of your agroomont 
with Grocco? 
In order to answor this question I would like to touch again on tho 


a gt 


extract from my speech, which you just submited to tho High Tribunal, 


In the same Reichstag session in which I gave this speech, Groonor apvoared 


for tho first time as succossor of ^o 


concornod, given a fow farowoll words to hime sted the now minister 


with tho romark that my political frionds would show him rospoct, but that 


ho would have to decom our confidences first, and on tho basis of this romarl 
Groonor most likely ropliod to thoso romorks, hon in tho first sossion of 
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Mocller's Government he approached ^o on rid that ho was looking forward 
collaboration with mc, on that occasion I quoted a v: from 
Schillor's works, but botwoon us thoro was to bo truth and on the basis 
‘ 
of this truth ond clarity it would bo possiblo to bring avout a working 
tozothor on a collaboratione 


m 


THS PRESIDENT Dr, Siemors, tho tribunal thinks thot this is an 


and this speech of tho witness is ontiroly irrolovant, 


"hy do you not ask ne quostiors which have some bearing on tho case of 


D a 
tacder? 


DR, S BL IERS DS Hire f Os) dent Mi 2» I romind you that it is accusation 


$435 


on tho part of tho Prosocution that the robuilding took p 


l 


LACQ 
secrot budgot and that a rearmomort 1.2 arriod on with the idoa 
on wars of aggression lator on, It is not quito clear to mo how I 
SS-oxanino him otherwise than what am doing to show how in his govornm 
ctically idontical with violations 


matters wore dealt with anc 
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ENT: This speech that you have dram our attention to is 
simply a speech in which he said that he did not think that armored cruisers 
wore of ony use. That is the only meaning of the speech, oxcept insofar as it 
refers to tho fact thet reparations had not been paid, For tho rest it simply 
says thet armored cruisers, in his opinion, are of no use, 

Re SIELERS: Mr. Prosidant, I do not wish to plead my case, In the 
specch which I read something else is szid, It says there that for economic 
Social Democratic Party was ageinst the building of this armored 
erviscr, not because of strategic reasons. 
THE RESIDENT: That wuld have nothing to do with a charge of making 
an aggressive war in 1939. 
DR. SIEMERS: Mr. President, I did not raise tho accusation of an 
tho Prosocution did that, but I havo to protect my clicnt agains 
the fact thet in 1928 ho hadintentions of carrying on an ageressive wor, and I 
assert thet ho had no intention of thot sort and that tho Reich Government knew 
about the violations of the Treaty, that the Reich Govornuont tok the 
responsibility for thot, and the testimony of tho Minister will show tha. 
are actucl facts. 
THE PRESIDINT: Ask hin some Cirect questions on issues -f fact. 
tho Tribunel will listen to thean if the; 


v 


r oro relevant, but the Tribunal 
considers thot tho evidence of his speech that yeu have been dealing with is an 
utter waste of timc, 

DR. SIEMERS: I shall try to bo briof. 
BY DR. SIMERS: 

Q Lr, iünistor, I vil. put single questions to you. Please answer than, 

You said that you demanded of Groener confidence anc truthfulness. In 
this connection, did you ask for a clarificntion of the secret budget and 
violations of the Treaty of Versailles which had taken place up to that tino? 

m asked especially for clorificotion since in Jonuary of 1928 the then 
Reichsministor Marx had agreed that under the leadership of Captain Lohmann in 
the Navy Depertmont there had been a concealment of the budget, and that cculd 
not be in accordance with political decency, political sincerity or good 
bookkeeping. 


Q 


Kg 


What did Groener reply? 
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Grocner thon told re that ho had tho intention to discuss these 
matters at tho cabinet meeting and to roccivo clorificotion on this point, 
Were the leaders of the Wehriancht to bo present at this meeting? 
On 18 October those leaders were to appear ond did appear, 
lr, linistor, when did you meot Grand Admiral Raeder? 
A The first mocting, according to my recollection, was in tho first few 
ys of October, 1928, probably on tho day when he paid me an officio] visit 


on my assuming office, 


DR. SLEMERS: 4s Raedor oxhibit Number 6, I submitted to the High 


Tribunal, as the High Tribunal will probably recall, a speech by Racdor dating 
to 23 Jonusry 1928. There was a cc voring lotter with this cocumort. 
document will now be submitted to the witness, 
BY DR, SIEiIRS: 

Q | According tothis dccument, your necting with Raeder was on 5 October 
1928. Did it tzke place five days after the appointment of Raeder as commonder 


in chief of the nevy? 
place on that 

Q 
Tribunal that 
and authentic c. 

» lr. Solicitor, is 

letter by Racder. It is in aecordsnco with thc incidonts which you 
mentioned, 

Q Thon, on 5 October this conversation with Raccer did take place, and 


the conversations between you and Raeccer, in its basic linc, was in accardence 


with the thought of this specch? 


you recall that in this speech, Raeder proclaimed specifically 
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that a war of aggression was a crime? 
A Yes, I remember that, 


Did you on the occasion of this conversation tell Racder that you had 


agrced with Grocner that the violations of the Treaty of Versailles would have 


to be rectified and that a eabinct mocting would have to take place? 

A I do not recall the details, but most likcly, ycs. 

2 Did you demand of Racdur that between yourself 2nd him there should hive 
sincerity and truthfulness and clarity? 

Of Racdum as well, but especially of the Chief of tho Land Forces, 

On the basis of this discussion with Racder, did you have the impression 
thet you could work plussantly and correctly toguthur with Rader and thet he 
vould tell you the truth? 

Yos, I had that impression, 

Ana on October 18 11928 the c-binct meeting which we havo already mentio- 
Ded t@ok place, uay ask you to discribe that cabinet nocting, but bricfly in 
casc it is agrccable to the High Tribunal to have the witness picture this s.ssio 
I bolicve thet a description of this session would save timc, rather than to 
have me ask single questions. Thorefore, Mr. Minister, be bricf in tclling us 
what happened, 

A At this session, members of the cabinet wore familiarized with a.l those 
things which might be considered s concealment of the budget or which were vio- 
lations of the Versailles Treaty, Both gentlemun, the Commander in Uhief of tho 
army and tho Commander in Chicf of the Navy, spoke, 

Q I beg your pardon; did the entire cabinet attend? 

À . Yes, with the exception of one or two members who we ill, but it was 
a session nt which all the most essential members wore present, 

Vas Stressmann prosont? 

A I cannot tell you whether Stressmann was present. He was ill in Suptumber 
and whether he nad recovered by 18 October, I cannot soy. 

I may say, kr. Solicitor, that if ur. Strcossman was not present, cort-^inly 
someone elso who was an authorized deputy from the Foreign Office was presente 

Q "cre Admiral Racder and the Commander of the army present for this moeting 
and did they expressly give the asssurnnce--as I remember, an sffidovit--thot 


only thosc violations which vcre mentioned were the violations which hed taken 
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paco: 


^ 


A “hether thet was set down in such a solemn manner ^s an affidavit, I do 
not know, but, in any event, at the request of the Reichschanccllor and on uy 


, 
reguest, they said that no further violations would take placce 
They assured you specifically that there would be no further violations 


without the knowledge of the Reich Government? 


os 
CS. 
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Q And ever and above that a they stated that now tho cabinet know about 
ovorything? 
" A Yes, 

Q Was that doclaration mado? 

A Yos, thet declaration was mado, 

Q Did these sccret budgets which woro violations of the Treaty of 


Versailles concorn important ond -essontial things? 


4 I was used to violations of tho ‘Versoilles Treaty, and I was especially 


H 


intorostod in tho oxtont of the violations andthe sizo and sume I wanted to 


know what I could do in my now capacity against organizations which woro not 
permittod, and I wanted to know what tho to tal sum was that was involvod, I 


wos thoroupon toldeeand I boliovo that this was æt dowm and confirmed in 


aad 


writing later -- that perhsps fivo and nillion marks was the 
mouut involved in tho concoclmont of tho fi 

Q M, Winistor, do you remoubor tho administrative figuros as thoy 
appliod in those days, and what con wo gathor from those fir guros? 


that thoy wore tromondous violations with tho intention of aggressive purposes, 


or con wo gather that in tho final enal: ney were just trifling violations? 


4 I do not have the figures as thoy apply to the administrative plans 


VU +o 


of thohavy ond tho army, ond, thoroforo, cannot quote tho figures from momary, 


but my ontire impression was athored from the army that triflos wore 


i nvolvod, hi Sion was tho ono which caused mo to assume a certain 


political responsibility for thoso things, and especially in this connection, 
sinco wo woro assurod that furthor concoalmont of tho budget or othor 


violations wore not to ha 'ppon agains 


Q Do you romombor that Groonor st this session doclarod that #ho small 


infringomonts of thc Tronty concomned thomselvos purcly with dofnnsos, with flak 


with a strongthoning of the coasts? 


A I cannot give you tho details today, but I might romind you that all 


poochos which Groonor mado at tho timo whon ho was Dofonso iünistor woro 


g those gonoral lincs, In all of his spoochos in tho Roichstag, Mr. Groonor 


oxprossly doclarod that ho was i ntorcstod in a happy pacifism, In answer to 


your question, Mr, Solicitor, I roply that Groonor's st atomont, 
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his diroctivos, wore based on dofonso and dofonsivo moosuros, 
Q At tho end of this session, tho Roich rovornmont took tho 
-rosponsibility for tho infringomonts ond tho socrct budgot in a small scopo? 
A In tho senso and in tho scopo that wo have mentioned. 

Q Thon in tho futuro, on tho part of Raodor, did tho eich Goverment 
act according to thoso directivos? 

A I cannot answor that quito so positivoly, but I con say that tho 
infringomonts of tho navy against thoso agroononts did not tako placo during 
my torm of office as Minister of tho Intorior, 

Q dro you of tho opinion, since you know Raodor sufficiontly woll, 
that tho promise that ho mado that ho would not infrinzo secrotly on tho 
Troaty =-= that ho kept this promiso? 

A I had the impression of Raodor that ho was a docont porson, and 
I bolicvod that ho would kocp his worde 

Q Just one more question, Mr, Ministor. Of course, you cannot romomber 
the details, but do you perhhps recall that on the occasion of tho cabinet 


mooting of 18 October there was discussion about a Dutch firm which was 
carrying on the construction of U-bonts3 

The details about this E PE, cannot rivo you, but I do know 
that at that poriod of timo, that subjoct was much discussed =- whothor that 
was donc in another cabinet mecting or in another mectine of parliament or 
another conmittco of parliament =- that oxporimontal stations hac boon 
establishod for the army ond tho navy in Russis, Swocden and Holland, 


Q Purely oxporinontal stations? 


I can say only that thoro was talk to this effect,  Vhothor thoso 


oxporinontal stations had been established I cannot toll you fron ny own 
oxporionco, 

Q Ur. iinistor, could Gormany hopo that sono day, dospito tho 
Vorsaillos Treaty, sho would bo pornittod to build U-boots? 

The leading statosnon-- 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr, Sicmers, how can ho answer that thoro was a hopo that 
they would bo allowed to build Ueboats? That is what your quostion was, was 
it not; was thoro 
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we 
DR, SIBÁERS: I know, lir, President, those questions were Coalt with in 


the governnent which obtained through tho yoars 1928 to 1932, and I bolievo 
«that Strosonann carricd on thoso discussions, Sinco Strosononn is no longer 
alivo, I would like to ask Mr, Sovoring on this point, 

THE PRESIDENT: That is moro political cossipe 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Hr, Ministor, on whom did it dopond that this was brouht up in tho 
Reichstag? Racdor is accused of acting behind tho back of tho Roichstare 
Who submitted this to tho Reichstag Did Racdor co that? 

I do not quito follów you, " Vho submitted tho budrot, you moan? 
Yos, 

A Tho budget was submitted by tho cxports within tho various ministries 
and was sont © tho ontiro cabinot, and from tho cadinet thoso suggestions 
as to tho budget wore put to tho Reichstage 

Q. Tho mattor of dealing with the budget before tho Roichstar was a 
matter for the Reich Government md not for the commander in chiof of tho 
navy, is that right? 

& As far as the budget was submitted to the Reichsta:, in tho main 
comuittoo of tho Roichstag, the oxperts wor. resvonsiblo for bringing it to the 
Reichstag, but tho responsibility was to the Roic: Cabinete 

THE PRESIDENT: It was never alloged asto tho defendant Raccor that ho 
submittod it to tho Roichstas; it wos never put to hin, 

DR, SIEMERS: ir, Prosidont, yostorday it was asserted == 

THE PRESIDENT: Go on with any othor quostions, 

BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Do you rocall whether at tho ond of 1929 you talked with a mombor of 
the govornmont, with tho various loading porsonalitios in tho Wohrmacht, ond 
on that occasion mado a statement which was publicizod lator by cortain persons 

4 Yes, it iscorroct that on ono occasion =» I might porhaps say oftor 
thoro had been a decrease in my rospoct for somo porsonalitios -= I namod 
Groonor and Racdor in this connection, 

Q lr, Minister, how many concontration camps do you know of? 


How many do I know of now? 


A I am sorry; not now, How many did you know of before tho collapso 


of Gorman? 
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Porhaps six to cights 
Q ly, linistor, did you know before the collapse of Germany, special- 
ly; did you know in 1944, about tho nass murders which have been dealt with so 
froquontly in this proceeding? 

I had knowledge of concontration canps and received this knowledge 
when this thing was going one I hoard of a fow cases which touched no personal- 
ly vory deeplye 

First of all, the police president of Altenau became a menber of the 
Reichsbank, Ho was a Social Deiocrat who had rightish tendencies, and I was 
told that ho was murdered in the concentration camp at Papenburg. nother 
fricna of ninc, the chairman of the .inors Union, Fritz Husemann, supposedly 
was murdered shortly after his being committed to the concentration camp, Camp 
Oranienburg, according to the reports rececived by his fanily, 

another friend of nino, Ernst Hoi ann, was beaten to death. Dachau was 
known oven in the north of Germany as a concontfPation camp. Sone Jewish innato: 
returned from Buchonwald in the spring of 1939, and in that way I learned of 


this camp. Colwibia House at Berlin was considered as a concentration camp by 


This was up until the period of tino after which the London radio r^porte 
about concentration camps. I received knowledge of these camps and atrocitics. 
I received knowledge of these canps and atrocities. I perhaps might montion 


this as one caso. In the year 19h) a freind of nino, who had been a nonbor of 


the Reichstag, Horr von )inier, who had sorved three yoars in the penitentiary, 


È 


was put into a concentration camp near Berlin. After a brief stay therc, accor- 


cing to the roport received by his fanily, ho was murdered at this canpe 


Q Hr. liinistor, you just heard of these and similar cases? 


Q You wor^ not foniliar with the fact that thousands were murdered 
every day in gas chanbors or othorwise voro murdered in tho east? 


: + believe I should toll tho High Tribunal only of those cases which 
Soon to me to b- authentic according to my roports. Everything I learned of 
lator was from roports, and these wore indirect reports, also, of my friond 


Foger or from the book of the now General Lanzhof. All of thoso things I was 
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told about, but it was not in my sphore. 


Q ‘ip, Linistor, did you and your Party friends have tho possibility — 


TH? PRESIDENT: Dr. Siemors, arc you going to finish this examination, oy 
are you going on ? Do you see the clock? 

DR, SIMMERS: Yes, I should like to leave the decision up to tho High 
Tribunal as to whether we shall have à recess now, 

TH; PRESIDENT: Presumably you know what questions you are going to ask; 
I don't, 

DR. SITLERS: I cannot say exactly. It might take perhaps another ten mi 
nutes, your Honor, 

THz PRESIDENT: Very well. We will adjourn now till a quarter past 2:00 


o'clock, 


(A rocoss was taken until 1415 hours.) 
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bunal roconvonod at 1415 hours, 21 ifay 1946.) 
Tho Tribunal will not sit on Sa turday norninze 
How, ir. Dodd, could you toll us what tho position is with roforonco to 
tno docunonts of thc d.fondants vou Schirach, Sauckel, and Jodl? 
like DODD: 4s far as von Schirach is concerned, wo aro waiting fora 
ruling on those docunonts concorning which wo wore heard on Saturday, I'm 


sorry, those wore on Soyss-Inquarte I wasn't sure tho documonts wore roody, 


Those documents oro all r thoy aro all translated and in book 


THE PRESIDENT: Will | Lveossury to have ony furthor 


like DODD: I boliovo n Prosidont, 


thon, wo can tako it that wo noo 


T e A 
WO CUMOIIUS e 


; 
rchond n od for any furthor areumcnt on 


.rofcrence to Scuckol, I have ask our French colloazucs what the 
" havo th ary responsibility as for as tho 
lire Horzos of th 
able to report 


ded bts 
10210103 tA 


.O 


maation about tho 


Jodl'!s documonts is 
prod lucod 
of documents, 
and thoroforo no objection could botakon to thone 
"Lord, thoothor four wore oll short, Two, I thought, woro objo 
ground that they roforrod to alloged war crimes by ono of tho Allics, 
thoy wore so short that I thought tho best Courso would be for 


ANAR 
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thom to bo translated -- they wero only a pago or so, cach of thom, -- 


[s] 


that whon tho books had beon translated any objection could be 


Do tako 
thon tho Tribunal could shortly decide tho 
PRESIDENT: Well, as thoro oro only four of them and only two which 
that can bo doalt with whon wo come to koar tho caso, 
Lord, thoro ara only two, 


PRESIDE Ve noodn't have any special hearing for ite 


ROBEF No, my Lord, cortcinly not, It con bo disposod of in a 


TYNER 


EXNER (Counsol for dofoncant Jodl): lir. Presidont, 
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shculd like to say one word about those Jodl documents. We are having 
Mfficulty, you see, about one document. It is the affidavit of Dre 
Lehmann, which we submitted in the German, but which was not translated 


into the English for us because it was sa only such ccocuments ccula de 
translatec which the Prosecution had alreacy accepted. The trc secution 
expressed the view that they couldn!t define their attitude on tnat 
cocument because it wasn't translated into English. 


I have mentioned that in a brief application to the Tribunal, and 


I hope that the Triburel will be gocd enough tc deal with ite 


Dr 


VR. ROBERTS: My Lord, Lehmann's affidavit is very short =- 


principally to character ==- and it really is not cbjectionable, 


hut I had to point out that it hadn't actually been allowed by the 


Tribunal in their 
accepted in the transisticn, that is 
all that is necessary e 
MR. ROBERTS 
one pages 
THEFRESI DENT: jS, very well. Let 
fay it please the Tribunal, it may be cone 
indicate to the Triounel at this staze of Racder's 
rd to the witness, Lohmann, theIpoesecutic 


oxamine the jocuments which 


are before the Court, and because of the f^ the 1e matters his 


affidavit dealt with were by my learned friend 


3 SA Mo-wemwo1 Turfe q : 
Sir David Mazwell Fyf on cf Raeder, and finally, 


in view cf the 


TUR "cT 
THE PRESI 


Prosecution want 


PRESTO ENT 


SDENT: Do any of the defendants unsel want to ask 


any questi of Lehmann? 


be given to the Marshnl that he needn't 
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M. HERZOG: Mre President, I just wish to say in the name of 
thofrench Prosecution that I agree with the translation of the documents 
which have been prepared for the defense of Sauckel, I have no cbhjcce 
tion to tthe presentation of these documents, but the Court will be able 
to rule on then when they are presented, We have no objection to the 
documents being translated and presentede 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you think it is necessary or desirable 
there to be a special hearing with reference to tho admissiblity or 
that be done in the course of the defendant Sauckel's case? At the 


moment I apprehend thet the documents have been locked at for the purpose 


oftranslatione They have now been translated. If you think it necessary 


admissibility, we should like to know. 


with in the ccurse cf Sauckel's case, 





TI LEO 


H0137 —0053 


heaping. 


19% 
1 D 1 > ote l4 i 

EEM t - otal ) LALS 
e LO! on1S S j On 


Jii 


hava 


| MEN NT PENS 
isfuchr- 


^4 10. UU 





A 


chsprosident, I r-momber th: ‘infer e and 
put to von Hamo in, whether 


L Wanted 


that tho armed 


= PENTES A 
bo prepared to 
havo such 


itable, so that 


tical frionds made offorts 


Chancellor Hi 


Flonsbury. 
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A I have no official knowl.dge of ot but i would assume thet this is 
the case, 

Do you ‘now whether st the end of 1932, the Lua;uc of Nations mide 
promise or actually gave permission tnat this army of 100,000 uoncould be in- 
ercasca to 300,000 nen? 

L can't give you any official information on thet oithur but I can giv. 
you the following cxplanation: In 1932, I received a Lotter from my party frio: 
Dr. Rudolf Ervitscheid, who was 2 member of the Lengue of Nations Delegation 


in which he mentio: mors of th as inis information, he added ===- 


rclevant in 


tement the witness is about to mike 


s3 
i 


think you will prob^bly be able to 


of rumors. If 5 ha any frosh question 


mcn, lid 
hat information s 
regucnt would 


Oroitschoid ine 


rrosidcent, I have no further questions, 


Consol, counsel for the SS, 


Linist ou heave just icntionud thet you hive no knowledge of the 
murdoring of Jews in Auschwitz before the collspsc. Do you have ^ny knowledge 


$ T T ae veh p " 
^lnst Jews which you 


any other murders and pcrp.tr^tions ag 
boing criminal? 
I have coxporioncud such cases personally. In 1944, ^ friund of min. 


= 


was arrestea and trensferred to 5 lobor camp 5t lindos and he was 
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Do you know who arrested hin, vhich type of authority? 
arrested by the Gestapo at Biclefeld. 
in connection with isarge-sczle an individual case? 

It scamed to me to be an individual case, 

Do you «now of more such individual c:scs 

y individual murders I heard trans- 
Thich authority, which official body dealt with these t: 
I can't tell you for curtein but I assume the 

is it your opinion that considerable sections 


such occurrences? 


moan transports? 


They usually happened cuite publicly, 


> 


nd aro you of the opinion that the same 
membc Í the organizations, 


! d4 «^ y act T 1 
ho ordinory SS man woul 


inüurstood you, 


po c2rricaà out 


> people but I didn't talk about the transports 


cortrinty 





LUN 
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Q What measures, apart from such transports, were there? Was 
there a local pogrom, for instante? If I understand you rightly, you 
hear of that frequently. 

A Locallpogroms happened in November 1938, 

Q Did you, during such measures which we have discussed quite 
frequently, make observations cof your own, or were you at homo? 


cect of these pogroms afterwards, 


the synagogu 


I will tollyou quito openly: 


at conclusion, that these two groups 
-- that is my 


Synagogue e 


a concentra 


apenbure the 
Altenau was t 


ar of numerous such cases, or did you have 


so certain that I cou 
submit it to this Tribunal as materia chose osos which I have 
mentioned 
Q Tere - Old that concentration camps we nlaces where the 


political opponents of the regime were to be accommodated without anything 
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further happening to them except deprivation of their liberty? 

Whether I was told that? 

Were you told that? 

No. To the contrary, I have heard that concentration camps meant 

the population the very incarnation of all the terrible. 
Q What do you mean by "population"? Do you mean those sections of 

tho population who had some official connections to the Party too, small men, 
members of the Party, the smaller SA and SS men? 


say anything about that, because I dealt exclusively with 


Do you believe that these opponents to whom you talked wore united 
in a front against anything, anyone “ho woul carry tho Party emblem? 
A On that quostion which you are now touching upon you are talking 
about larze sections of the population and their humane feolings. Their 
humane foclings had already become known. 
Q But, you sce, my question wns this: sn't that discussed in the 
of people who wore bearing the Party engle? 


E 


ell, I assume so, but I can't submit that to the Tribunel a 

people, did they find themselves under th-t pressure which you 
montioned? 

They probably felt that through being members of the Party bney 
somewhat immune. 

Do you believe that a lot of people became members to come 

and immune position? 
SO, YCSe 
I heard that you yourself were a member of the 
No. 


Is it true that you were arrested after the Oth of J 


I have alroady answered that question this morning. 


You weren't arrested at all? 


No, with the exception of "1e case which I have also told you this 


morninge 
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Q Did you at any time say that the things which were being done in the 
social scctor in Germany were to a considerable extent the idenl form of 
sovernmen 
was this: What was new wasn't 
"00, and what was good wasn't new, 
Q Do you believe that a Gorman, no matter whether a Party member or 


a membcr of the SS or not, would have known of the events at Auschwitz of 


ich you yourself didn't have any knowledge? Would he have to have knowledg 


T 


He wouldn't havg had to know. No, I wouldn't go as far as that. 
I scwhe could have, 
Q And how do you think he could have had that knowledge? 
Through the members of the transport gunrds, who weren't always in 
They came back, 
But if they were sworn to 3 cere ey -- 
Then they couldn't toll anything. 
you know of casos 
Noe 
Do you know of 
xt least not in connection wi 
in the papers. e were sentences 
listened t alse statements, or against people who werc spreading suo 


Haven't you heard of that? Didn't you rend of them? 
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DR. STEINBAUER: Dr, Stoinboucr, for the defendant Seyss-Inquort. 
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BY DR. STEINBAUER: 
Witness, I have only got one question which I want to put to you. ou 


told us this morning thet in 1919 you were a member of the National Assembly 


at Weimer. lay I ask you which position that Naticna Assembly had, and in 


particular that faction of the Social Domo ernats which you had led, ond vhat 
their attitude was toward the Austiion Jnschluss, 

During the time when the National Assembly met at Weimar, I was the 
Reich and Stat ommi ner in tee Rhineland and Westphalia, I was only 
rarely present during he refo.ti.-Lons ci thit assen I do not know in 
detail, chorcfor: ow these mubbors were formated oF expressed. But one 
thing I d 
Naticnal Assexb!3 
Constltuti 


out thot inscaul 


oxcmino? 


defendant 


Raeüor assired you solomly ober. Wou. i bo no furthe iolations of the Treat; 


of Vorsoillos Y t the imo Boot 590! cbine! )ia Racder fulfil 


that U-boat 


porsonnocl: 





i H 


TE PRESIDENT: I think he said he didn't know of any violations. 


that 3 cit her e. 


putting to you certain miters, md I suggest to you, Herr 


it may well Be that you wore being deceived during this tino. 


with me about that? 
but I can't confim it either. I can only 
tell you that I didn't know of the construction of a submarine, 
Q I wont you to look at the document C-156, Thi a new extract from 
Captain Schus ler's "Fight of the Navy against Versailles." The entry is on 
t the following entry appecrs on 
artenbach su in loving the foundations i “inland also for 
the construction of a U-boat corresponding the military demands of the 
German Nav; The Navel Chie ' Admiral Dr. (i ) Raeder, decided, as 4 
aval Office, Rear Admiral 
supply the means required 
in Finland. <A 250-ton plan was chosen for this 


p 


Reichsmarks was sufficient for carrying 
"The fundamental intention was to create « type of boat which would permit 
number of units which 
assembled at shortcs 


one and a half million Reichsmarks 


stated this morning that in the Reich Ministry f the Interior 
think it is necessory that these 
I left on the 30th of March 
mentioned, then it isn't impossible that everythin 
the 30th of March 1930. 
have said that the rearmamont that went on when you were 
connected with the Governrent of Germany was purely defensive. When did you 
at 


^44 t.t ] T 3 f m H TM RATAN 733551 ure ^ Tc at TC lait arre a 3 
realize that the Nazi Govern: ent '!s rearmament was not defensive but aggressive 


eC x 


ht what date did you come to that conc.usion? 
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Jonuary 1935, ond thereafter. When Hitler became 


On the 30th of 


Reich Chanccllor, aware that this was war, at tho sam time considering 
my political viows. 


Q So that you realized from tho first day of Nazi power that the Nazi 


-» 


Government intended to usc force or the threat of force to achieve its political 


hat right? 


ontt know whether to know ond to be convinced is identical. 


convincod of it, an o woro my political friends. 


int to ask you one or two questions about the defendant Papen. 


Did Papen use foree in carrying out the Putsch which brought him to power in 





LU AN 


A tersonally, von fapen didn't exercise such force, but he ordered 


May 19h6=å=-DR-16-l 


it. When on themorning of the 20th cf July, 1932, I refused as Chief of 
the Prussian Ministry cf the Interior to surrender the office to the 
successor who had been nominated by von Papen, I told him that I was 
nct willing to do €^, dnd, so asto give emphasis to my ,rotest, I also 
stated thet I would only give way to face. That free was applied on 
the evening of tho 20th of July in my £ fice. The newly appointed Police 
President of Berlin apreared, accompanied by two police cfficers,. I 
asked these gentlemen whether they were sent by the Reichsrresidont or 
the Reich Chancellor and had been givontihe power to carry out this execu- 
tion. When they answered with "yes," I statcd that -- sc as not tc 
vive the order for @ood shed -- I wevld leave my cffice. 

Q Did the defendant Papen, when he secured power, purge the 
and the government cf antiaNezis? 

There ere numerous indicaticns thht the intention existed 

that the police should be cleared cf anti-Nazis and that other men 
were to 5e brought i h police, men who suited Papen, who were 
devoted te von Papen, and, later, the National Socialists. 

Q I want to ask you one or tw. questi ns ^5cut the defendant 

The defendant Goering has stated, and the entry on pace 5837 

of the transcript of tho proceedings, that the institution ofprotective 
custody existed in Germany before the Nazis came into powere Is that true? 

A The institution of protective custo^y existed, I would Say, 
in theory, and it was in the Police 4Oninistraticn Lew, in Paragraph 15. 
AS far ^s I can remember, the a»vlication o protective custody never 
did happen, however, while I was in office. The regulaticns contained 
in Paragraph 15 of the Police administration taw did state definitely, 
however, that if scme c was to ;e taken into protective custody, then 


the administration was obliged to brins him before a judge within 2) hours, 


that is in nc way identical with that protective custody which, 


foryears, was decreed against peaceful members of the State by the Nazi 


regimee 
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Q Lnd, of course, there were no comentration camps in pre-Bazi 


Germany, I take it? 
Nevere 
Q How many of your political associates and colleagues of the 
Soci2l Damocratic tarty were murdered in concentr»tion camps while 


Goering was still Chief of the Gestapo? 


The estimate is very difficult to make. Lou might say 500, 


Reliable information is now being collected 


Woe 


estimate is that at least 1,500 Social Democrats, or members and 
functionaries of trade unions, cr editors, were murdercde 


“nd how many Communist leaders do you thinkwere murdered 


ML 


during Gocring's period of power over the Gestapo? 
I would assume that if you include among Communist leaders also 


the functicnarics of trade unicns, who called themselves members of the 


Communist Party, then zure would probably come upe 


Q Vid Goering personally have any knowledge of tlese murders? 


i 
i 


to answer that question, then 


I have to ask myself whet I might > where it was one 


of my duties to administer camps in which the fate of tens of thousands 


was being decided. 4 am not sure whether this 


118 is 


ycu, but I might give you one or two examples from my 
In 1925 I had to oreste s camp for refugees from Polande 


D 


Xou need not trouble to go into that, Herr Ministere 


&t any rate, I would Rave considered it my foremost task 
that, in camps which I had inst z d be inquiries made 


to find out whether the princip 





end i [il 
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humanity wore being adhered to. It wns not iy impression that that 
My police officials always had their ationtion drown to it thet everyone in 
those camps should be humanly treated. I told them that never should tho call 
again be heard in Germany, "Help agoinst police," 

rr est orders were issued by mo against membors of th 
he impression that defenseless prisoners were ill-trented by 
Protective Police. 

As 44inister of the Interior, did you become familiar 1 

organized terror of the SA against the non-Nazi population of Germony during 
the years after 1921? 

A The observation of the so-called armed organizations, during the 
of my office, was ono of my most importont tasks. The mugnost 


all these turned out to be tho Si, Thoy were the rowdy 


the arrogance with which they sang their songs, they forced themseives into the 


r 


strects. They clared the strects for themselves where there was no 
opposition for than. 

Another part of their program was rough songs. One of 
"Put tho bigshots and tho Jews ag^inst the well 4: 

Wherever the SA could cxercise their terror unhindcred, they xctod in 
a manner. They had indoor bati goinst poople whe thought differenti; 
Those weren't the ordinary 
election fights, hat was 

boycott occurred in 1933 

those members of tho population from buying in Jewish shops, when thoy hed been 
accustomed to buying thoro. ås it may be to the Tribunal, tho; carried 


© <y 


out the terror of the 8th of November, 1938, ond organized it. 


4.- 3 


Also, in 1930, they damaged numerous Jewish shops in Berlin, 


an introduction for the meeting of the Reichstag which, 


3s he. Mati anal Garntial tint : tha - 
by tho National Socialists to tho extent 


known, was entered 
Finally, I want to ask you ono ortwo questions about 
Schacht. 
When did you first discover Schacht's relations with tho Nazi lenders? 
in 1931 I hod information from tho Police Administration in Berlin that 
thoro had bean talks bctweon Mr, Schacht an 


Socialist German Workers tarty. 
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Q Did you have any connoction with Schacht in 1944? 006 


A If you are interested, I actuelly refused to have such connections, 
Schacht, as far as political matters were concorned--cnd slthough I held him in 
highest ostoom as an economic expert---was known to me as quite an uncortoi 
character, Through becoming a member of tha Habsburg Party, Schacht betrayed 
the cause of democracy. That wasn't only an act of ungratefulness, becouse 


but it was 


the Democrats helped him to the post of President of the Reichsbank, 


+ 


a great mistake because he and others, who participated in the Habsburg Front, 
helped tho National Socialists into their positions ond made them appear 
respectable, 

Any connections with Schacht with reference to the 20thof July 19/4, 
therefore, not acceptable to ie, 

When, in the eutumn of 1943, there were certain attempts m 
into a group which was to overthrow the Hitler Government, I said, boccuso of 
Schacht and other circumstances, I refused to enter. 

Q What was your reason for that? 

A I just hinted; there were reasons. My friend Neuster and s “mong 
other Social Democrats, Leuchtner, Wcbor, ond Mass, anc discussed the 
composition of such a government.  Louchtnor informed me that 
should become the President of the Reich, and another general the 
War, I pointed out that, quite probebly, Schacht would have to be 
role of financial or economic dictator because, earlier, Schacht's 
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for such a post was meant to be proved, and his actual or possible con- 
nections with American business circles were to bo investigated, 

These connections of Schacht, to use National Socialist words; 
between plutocracy and militarism, appeared to me against the cause of 
democracy, and in particular against Social Demoercts. That appeared to 
me so compromising that I was under nc circumstances Willing to be a 
member of a cabinet in which Schacht might bo financial dictator, 

MR. ELWYN JONES: Thank you. 


THE PRESIDENT: Did you wish to re-examine? 


REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 
Q Minister Severing, the prosecutor has just talked about the 


construction of a U-boat in Finland anc the construction of a U-boat in 


Cadis. With regard to the construction of the U-boat in Cacis, he has 


referred to D-85h. I presure that this &ccument is unknown to you. 
THE FRESIDENT: Well, Dr. Siemers, the witness said he knew 
nothing about either of those instances, 
DR, SIMMERS: Thank you. 
BY DR, SIEMENS: 

Q Can you not remember that between Grand Admiral Reeder and 
Reichswehrminister Gróenere-during that discussicn--that finland U-boat 
was mentioned? 

A I do not remember. 

Q A principle question, please. Is it true that the agreement 
which was made on the 18th of Octcber, 1928, meant that the Chief of the 
Naval Command Staff had the duty of informing the Reich armed Forces 
Minister and that he, the Reichswehr Minister, in turn, had the duty of 
informing the other members of the Cabinct? 

A As faras I remember, the agreement cr the promise of the twc 
chiefs of the Army Command was that the Cabinet should be kept informed 
about every question, That was technically possible nly in the manner 


which I have just indicated, that is to sayy that the Minister would 
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first of all, be informed, Then he, in turn, would pass this information 


21 May=A=PMm16—2b 


on to the Cabinet, 


Q So that there was no duty on Raeder's part to currently inform 


you or report to you or appear before the Cabinet? 
A That would have been quite an unusal measure, and the meeting 
of the 18th October was unusual; the members cf the Cabinet were either 


only ministers or their representatives, 
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Q So that technically the matter would be handléd through the 
Reichswehr Minister? 
Yes, ond politically through the Cabinete 
DR. SIEMERS: Thank you very muche I have no further questions. 
BY DR. KUBUSCHOK (counsel for defendant von Pm en): 
Q What legal regultion was tho basis for the removal of yourself f rom 
the Ministry of the Interior? 
The releaso? 
The release, yeSe 
It was Article 48, 
tho, based on Articlo 48, issued emergency decrecs? 
A It was done by the Roichsprcsident, who alone was entitled to do so, 
Q The fact that, on the 20th of July, under tho circumstances which you 
have described, you were removed from office -- was that based on the fact that 
wn Papen and Hindenburg, who were giving these orders, had the view thit the 
emergency decree was legal, whereas it was your point of view that ^ legal 
basis for the emergency decree did not exist, and that, consequently, you 
remained in your office? 
A I wasof the opinion, which was later confirmed by the Roich Court, 
that tho Reichspresident had thc power, throurh Article 48,to issue decrees for 
ntenance of calm and order. If Prussian Ministers, 
police minister, did not give him sufficiont guarantee for this peace 
and its maintenance, then he had the right to relieve us of our functions. 
That was particularly true of the police, but any other executive measures as 
welle 


He did not have the right, however, to release us or discharge 


Q Is it known to you that the highest court in Gormony, tho State 
Court, on the 25th of October, 1932, made a decision according to which the 
decree of the Reichspresident of the 20th of July, 1932, was corroot under the 
Constitution in so far as it appointed the Reich Chancellor as Reich Commissionei 
for Prussia and in so far asit deprived Prussian Ministers of certain powers 
which the other was to take over himself? 
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‘4, I have just quoted that ordor, 


Q 


v 


Right. Thon onc moro questions Did von Papen as Reich Commissioner 
at tho timo ho earriod out certain porsonnol changos bring National Socialists 
into tho police force? 

That isn't known to moe Tho political charactor of tho police 
officials couldn't outwardly bo rocogmizode Thet was tho case with rovornmont 
presidents, polico prosidonts, but not in the caso of overy protective 
police officiole 
(Short interruption due to mochanienl difficultics. ) 


Q Is it corroct that tho post of tho prosidont of the polico in Borlin 


[2 


was filled by von Papon with tho formor polico prosidont of liolchor, Essens 


who cvon in your timo was tho polico prosidont in a large area? 
corroct, 


Thank youe 


PRESIDENT: Now, thon, tho witnoss can retire and tho Tribunal 


moro witnesses have you 


(e 


DR, SIEMERS I now have tho othor witnessos, von Woizsaockor anc 
Amiral Schulte=Moontinge Schultc-lloonting will tako a little longer, whoroas 
Woizsaockor; 

All right. 


(A. rocosswas takone) 


DR, SLURS: If it please tho High Tribunal, I should liko to call my 
noxt witnos Froihorr von Wo 
ERNS™ VON WEIZSAECKER, a witnoss, took tho stand and tostifiod as follows: 
PRESIVENT : 
Till you state your full namo, pleaso? 
Ernst von V'oizsaockor, 
Will you ropoat this 
oar by God, tho Almighty ond Omnisciont, that I will spoak 
puro truth ond will withhold and add nothing, 
(The witness ropeated tho oathe) 


Im PRESIDENT: You may sit down, 
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DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR, SIEHERS: 

Q Mr. von Woizsaeckor, at tho beginning of the war you woro 
State Secretary in tho Foreign Offico, is that correct? 

À Yos, 

Q You will recallthat on tho 3rd of September, 1939 -- tho first day 
of tho wac betwoen Germeny and Bhgland -—. tho English passengor ship Athenia 
was torpocood northwost of Scotiand, On this ship there were American 
passonzors Tho sinking of the ship naturally drow a great doal of 
attention, and I should like to hzo you tell us how this matter was treated 
politicaily, and especially throurh you, 

I remanbor this incident. I om not certain, however, vhothor it was 
a British or an Amorican shipe In any ovent, this incident alarmed mo 
greatly at that timo. I inquired of tho SKL to determine whether a Gorman 


warship wes guilty in any way in tho sinking. After I rocoivod tho answer, 


"No," I spoko to on Amofican, Mre Aloxander Kirk, and told the Amorican charro 
3 t 4 o 


d'affairos thas a Gorman mon-of-war had not participated, was not suilty in 


1 


tho sirkirg of the Athening I asked tho chargo d'affairos to tako 
copnizance of Sais fact and to cabis to Washinrt &S SO is possiblo to the 


offoo*t thes auy such report wi vory important in our joint intorosts, that is, 


in tho iat5:-ofts of Germany and Anoricae 
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Q Mr. von Weizsaeckor, you had bocn in contact with tho Navy before 
taking these Steps? 
A Yos, 
Q Did you, at this first conversation, speak with Grand Adniral Raeder 
hinsolf or did you speak with some other officor? 
That is impossibl; for no t» say, but I did receive tho information. 
sorvy I can't toll you as to this detail, but I did reccivo the answer th: 


Gernan nan-of-war involved and that satisfiod no, 
«ral Raeder and 


havo been a 


offoct that it 2.uld not have been a Garna 
"coo involved, the distance 
th- prosonco of U-voats, this may have been a fact which ho ne 
annot toll you 
t (his conversation with Lander, Jid you, as voll, tark about the 


War v rith tho 


incidents like tho Lusitania in th- first 


tine I recalled si- 


far and I ronenborod these incidents very 


urgent nocossity to av.id any »poration 


which nicht in riny war expand tho war and, as I said in those days, any 


1 


hich would hav^ dhereased the neutral substance. 
Di? “ander arroo with your pinion? 


To ny firm recollection, yos. 


J 


1 


Q Are you convinced, | on Voizsaeckor, that Raeder gave you truthfu 
rop.rts about the Athenia? 


Yos, of c.urso, 
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Q Now, on the 27th of Soptombor 1939, U-boat No 30 returned from its 
missions; that il it returned about three weeks aftor the sinking and the Cone 
mandant reported that by mistake ho had sunk the Athenia. Ho reported that ho 
did not notice his mistake right away but afterwards throuyh tho various wiro- 
less nessages. Now at tho ond of September Rander heard of this fact ond dis- 
cussed this matter with Hitlor in ordor to doteornino what tha course of action 
would bo from mow sn. Hitler gavo tho decree t5 konp quiot, to maintain silane 
Of course; all -f thoSe matters have been discussed hero already, and I would 
like ts have you toll me whother you know oi facts which wore subsequent 


established; that is tho sinking through a “ornan U-boat, whothor you received 


any knowlodg^ of that? 


f Hitler's decree that you maintain silence; did you h 
about that 
ab.ut that 


-Q Now, X:should like to submit to you Document No 3260 PS and I should 


like to have you look at it, This is an article ontitlod "Churchill Sinks the 
J — 


athonia", That is taken fran tho Voolkischer Beobachter on tho date of the 23r 
of Oct.ber 1939. Do you recall this article? 

à Yas. 

Q I should like to have you road it first, 

DR. SIM:ERS: Mr, President, in order t» assi fish Tribunal, I woul 
like to stato this is GB 218, It is found in Docunent Bock No 10, British Do- 
cuuont Bo;k 10, page 97, correction, page 991 
BY DR. SIUE ERS: 


Q lr. von Weizsaeckor, you have read this article and I should like t. 


have you tell us whether you recall this article, whether you recall havin: re 
it at the tinc? 
I do recall that this article appeared at that tino, 
Q Then will you please toll no what was your attitude at that tina whe 
you heard about this article? 
I considered it as a picce of perverse imagination. 


Then you condemned this article? 


Naturally. 
Even though at that tinc you did not know that it was a Gernan U-boat 
that tho ship? 


Ihe question of whether it was a German U-boat or not 
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coulc have nothing to do with my judgement of the article, 
Q Then you considered that this ^rticlo should be condemned ovon if it had 
not been a German U-boat? 


A Yos, of course, 


Q The Prosecution asserts that Grand .dnir^l Raeder w^s rusponsible for 


the bringing about of this article and is ^ccusing him vory gravely on moral 


counts becuse of it, and tho accusation is especially gravo Since, as we have 
Scon, Racduer -- and contrary to your testimony -- at this time know tht it was 
& Gorman U-boat which sunk the Atheniz., Lo you consider ^n action like this on 
the part of Racder as possible? 

Do you think that it might bc -- 

THS PRESIDINT: Dr. sicuers, you can only «sk the witness what he knew and 
what he did, You can't ask him to speculate about what Raeder did, 

DR, SINJZRS: I beg your pardon, uc. President. I boliovc that, according 
the offidevit of Dictmenn this morning, it would be possible for the witness 
state his opinion; but I will dispense with the -sking of this question, 

SIERS: 
ir, von /oizs2.ckur, did you at that tine hocr thet Racdur was responsi- 
blo for this orticl.? 

A No, I did not hear that and if I had I woula never have bcliovod it. I 
consider that w^s out of the question entirely, thet he vould have buon rosponsi- 
ble for ^n article lik. thet or would have written an article like that. 

Q To your knowledge, could this article be traced back to the Propaganda 
Liinistry? 

4 I can only answer that question negstively. It is not to bo trnaecd back 
to Racder ^nd not to the Forcign Office, 

Q ir. von Veizsrxeckur, are you in ^ position to judge, as for as the well 
known violations of the Navy against the Treaty of Versailles, wore especially 
grave points involved? 

A I con only answer thet question indirectly. I do not know the details 
but I consider it practicrily inconceivable that there may hove been grave in- 
fvingements for just the sector of the Navy. As for the kccping of the Stipula- 
tions of the Treaty by the Navy, wo enn check thc records of thc Navy very casily. 


D 
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IT 


I iust assume thet 


cannot build s 


lips without their buing sven, Therefore, 


were of an insignificant nature, 


ckor, in your opinion, did the Duofondont R-cder prep^ro 
aggression or do you know of any concrete c^sc which the sttitudc- 
T: Dr. Sicmers, that is the very chorge cgainst the Doiuondsnt 


got to docid Ge 


eizsneckur, in Februsry, 1939. 


with Grand Adair-^l Raeder 


ind did you discus 


conc.rnod, woul 


the 





TN 


It was tl 


the launching of 


the ship "Bismark", 
Then it is know 


ito the nal for this launching is sot 
the record. 


It must have beon in tho spring, 


in Fobruary or Marche 


ít that timo, through this declaration on the part of Racdor, did that 
calming influonco on you? 


I considered this declare 


on the part of Raodor + 
PRESIDENT: 


vory ploasinge 
Well, we do not care 


wiuether it had a 
on him or not. 


calming influonce 


Q In your did Raodor spoak as 


eed 
onc 


^ naval export or 
did ho have an influence on Hitlor and in which wa ay? 
THEE PRESWENT: Dr, Siomors, tho wit 


witness can toll us what 
but ho really cmno 


politician 


- 


s Whothor as a 
or an actnirdl. If youwant to know whethor ho had 
did you have am 


ea 
e - 


discussion v 


Q 


About tho influenco of Ra 


known to no that political argumont s 
hac 


sny influence on Hitlor, cxeopt porhaps in 


ot forth by soldiors hardly 
thoso 


n 


a technical so 
linos on 


na 
el 


nso and 
nfluonco nicht have boo 


glong 
Q ‘re von Voizsacekor, in tho 


wintor of 1938 to 
Jinnor took place in Berlin and, t 


to ny knowlocco, 
dinnor, 2 


'$9, tho usual diplomatit 


you woro present .t this 


On this cocagion Racder spoko with Sir JoviloHondorson about tho 
of t 


PRESIDENT: Dr. Sionors, why do you not 
hime You 


nalr hf 


ask hin instoad of tollins 
aro telling hin what happonod. 
DR, SIELERS: 


No e 


THE PRESIDENT:  Ycs, you arce 
DR, SIELERS: I bog your pardon, ire Prosidont, This conve rsation was 
not a conversation be oncerson and wn Woizsaocckore 
BY DR. SIE T 


0 on asking you, lir, wiozsacckor, did you have ony convorsation to 
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or wi 


you know anything about the attitude of those 


I cannot recall havine 


AY V I 


Colondal questione On tho other hand, I do know that in tho yonrs: ! 


colonial quostion was ropontodly treated by the British Govornmont 
ly, Scmieofficially, or porieofficially and it w 


Woy 


do boliovo that I 


in tho rocord dealing with tho 


British gentlomon that I road this record ond that on this 
well, the colonial question 


E P 
ocovinm 


Q Hp, «bout tho domoanor 
or tho action of thc heavy during tho Norvwo ci 


PA m3 ^*^ +f f he ois - - 
Was given to tho navy? 


in occupational force finds 


“ith this rosorvation I Wo 
oenjoyod a vory reputation in Norway, 
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lorwegian friends of mino told me of this during tho war and they confirmed 
this to ne repeatedly. 
Q among thess Norwegi rie yours was a frionc of 


PX iai 
anbassador 


Yesterday a docunent was submitted, GB- 


613. This document is signed by Brauer, who at that tine, in March of 1940, was 


at tho legation in Oslo. I shc like to submit this docwiant to you, 
aocuncnt? 
Q If you can just scan 
attention to the middle 
iy, frosident, GBel66; this 
Brauer said, according to 
ing in Norway is not quito as 
toned only measures thr 
What can you 1 3 abd wut n ima : |: these correc 
sta vb e ants? 
auer was not with tl 
rtad corroctly on à subjecti: 
ninge Whother objectively overything took place that way, that is 
tion, That moans whether Brauer know of tho intentions of our opponents, 
ho was accurately inferned 
Q ir, von Weigsaccker, 
qu-ntly recoived fron the Foro: fiicc were the concerns on the part of Raede 
the picture given by Brauor 
I nust say subsequently ov in rotrosp that my porsonal opinion 
agrood with the opinion of Brauor, which has been soon subsequently to bo in- 
correct, but that tho thoughts of th» navy at the tine were justified or were 
Loro justific3 than tho judgnont which tho 
further quosti 
PRESIDENT: o any of the other defense counsel want tc 


witness? 
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IDL (Counsel for dofondant 


n tho 23rd of àugust 1939, batween Gornany and the 


Soviet Union a noneageression pact was concluded. Beyond this non-ageression 


on this day botiween tho two govornüonts, ware othar agr-onents made botwoe 


two governnonts? 


4 
1 


RUDENKO: Mr. “rosident, tho witness is called t. answer to the 
aC =e net ane ah ^2 3 ; tow i : : "T va * 
4ol^nSo questions which are mentioned in the application of Dr. Siemers. I con- 


sidor that the question which has boen put to hin by the 


An vri } an hans 4e a D - 
do with tho cas^ at hand ny therefore, ought to ba ruloc 
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THE PRESIDENT: You may ask tho quostion, Dre Seidl , that you were going 
aske 
DR. SEIDL: 


Q I would like to ask you again whether on that date, 23 \ugust 1939, 


there were other agreements between tue two governments which were not 


contained in the Non-Aggression Pacte 
Yese 
And where were these agreements cotained? 
These agroenents were contained in a secret protocol, 
Q Did you yourself sce this and read this docunent in your capacity 
as State ary Moreis Offices? 
A 
Q I have before me a text about which there can be no doubt that these 
agreements are reproduced faithfully and authentically. I shall have this 
text submitted to youe 
THE PRESIDENT: ‘hat document are you putting to hin? 
DR. SEIDL: The secret appendix document dated 23 August 1939. 
THE PRESIDENT: ‘hat is this document that you are presenting to the 
There is a document which , ^u have already presented to the Tribunal 
and which has been rulod oute Is this the sare document? 
DR. SEIDL: It is the docunent *hich I submitted to the High Tribunal 
in my documents and which was turne* down by the High Tribunal as a docunent, 
I assume, for tho reason that I refused to divulge the origin and source of 
the docunente The High Tribunal at that tine granted ne, however, that I might 
produce a new affidavit piven by Gavsse 
THE PRESIDENT: You have not done it? 

No, but at this time, Your Honor, in order to support the 
nemory of the witness, I should like to read this text and in connection 
therewith to ask the witness whether, in his recollection, the secret agreemeni 
are reproduced authentically in this document which I should like to read and 
subriite 

GENERAL RUDENKOs I would like, gentlemen of the Tribunal, to protest 
against these questions for two reas^nse 
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First of all, we are hearing the case of the main German war criminals 
and not the promises of Allied ccuntrios. 

Secondly, the docu which Dre Seidl is attempting to 
rejectec by the Tribunal as it is a document of unknowm origin and, of course, 
cannot be a document having probitive value. 

DR. SEIDL: May I just say the following, lire President, in answer? 

Mr. President, this document is an essential part of the Non-Aggression 
Pact which has been submitted by the Prosecution in 
Now I should like to submit the text=- 

THE PRESIDENT: The question is whether it is the document which has been 
rejected by the Tribunale Is it the document which has been rejected by the 
Tribunal? 

DR. SEIDL: It was refused as a docunent, 
difference, Your Honor, in connection with the 
testimony of the wit this docune:t nay be 
should like to affirn t i jon for the reason that the Prosec 
in cross examination, for their part, have ibility of submitting to 
thc witness the docunent which they have d on the basis of the testimony 
of tho witness we will sce which text is tho correct one or whether these 
two texts agree at alle 

THE PRESIDENT: ‘Where d ho document which you aro presentin 

fron? 

DR. SEIDL: I received this document a few weeks ago from a scurco, a na 
on the Allied sido, who scons entirely reliable to no, but I reccived it only 
on condition that I would not divulze the exact sourco, and it soori 'orzZectl; 
understandable to me 

S PRESIDENT: Do you say that you received ; "ew monents 
SEIDL: 


E PRESIDENT: It is tho saro document that you say just now that you 


presented to the Tribunal and the Tribunal rejected? 


DR. SEIDL; Yos, but the High Tribunal decided that I might secure a 
new affidavit from Anbassador Gaus submit it to the High Tribunal 
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THE PRESIDENT: I know, but you have not done so. We do 
not know what affidavit Dr. Gauss has made, 

DR. SEIDL: I have this affidavit of Amb ador Gauss. 

I have it in hand, but it has not been translated as yet. 

MR. DODD: I join General Rudenko in objecting to the 
use of this document. We now know that it comes from some anony- 
mous source. We do not know the source at all, and anyway it is 
not established that this witness does not remember hiasolf what 
this purported agreement amounted to. I do not know why he can 
not ask him, if that is what he wants to do. 

THE PRESIDENT; Dr. Soidl, you may ask the witnoss what 
his recollection is of the treaty, without putting tho documont 
to him. Ask him what ho remembers of the treaty, or the protocol. 
BY DR. SZIDL: 

Q Mr. Witness ploaso describe tho contents of tho 
mont insofar as it remains in your rocolloction, 

A We aro concerned hore with a very comprehcnsivo and 
extensive socrot appondix agroeront to tho Non-Aggrossion Pact 
which was concluded at that timc. The scope of tiis docuamt was 
very largo for the roason that it partitioned sphoros of influcnce 

drew a lino between those areas which, undor given circumstance 


would bo of intozost to Soviot Russia and others which should bolon 


sphorc, the following were to belon 
Finland, Esthonia, Latvia, tho castorn part of Poland, end, as fer 
as I can recall, cortain aroas of Rumania wore elso doalt with. 
Anything wost of this aroa was to bolong to tho Gorman Sphoro of 


intorost. 


Of courso, this secret agroomont was not maintaincd in 


this form. Ona lator occasion, cithor in Soptonbor or Octobor of 
tho samo yoar, a cortain change was mde, an amendment vas mado to 
the agreomont which oxistod, and tho ossontial difforconoo was, so 
far as I recall, that Lithuania, or in any ovont the largest part 


of Lithuania, was to be put into tho Russian sphere of influyneo, 
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and vice versa in the Polish area. The line of demarcation of the 


two spheres of intercst was moved to a considerable extent to the 


west. I boliovo that with this matter tho ossential content of 
tho scerct agreement and tho lator socrot appendix egroonont may 


be summarizodi 





Is it correct that in the 
marcation was 
Wacth 

tocol or whether linc of 
annot give 
Q But a line was mentioned 
Just this linc 

that this linc, later on, 
the main, perhaps not in every 


Q this 


Vo you recall -- and 
appendix agrvement of the x de 
with the future fate of Poland? 


A This sccret 


which I have just mentione 
when this agreur 


detail, 


agrvement included and brought 


case of 


agrecd upon in the territory of Poland, the 


er the expression "Line of dumercation" was con 


Scpar-^ 


£ 


you the oxact wording. 


nd dr2wn? 


ioni was 
but on the 


is 


tion of the sphoros of 


^nd 
ealizod > 


wholc, 


with 


8 


territorial chengo, 


Dal 4 ais 
FOL35 21 
4. 


J 


1 


belicv 


Deu 
yYCSe 


whether 


inod ^n 


zt 


in Poland, and it may very well have en that explicitly or 


ccr 


order was Scot forth in the cg 


14 O 
wording. 


DR. SZiDL: ur, President, 


BY THE PRESIDENT: 
Witness, did 
I saw a photographic 


wcll, but in any ovent 


photostatic 1 i porsonal 


you recognize 


Go belicve so 


si o 


ME 


matures 


would lot me recognize it innediat 


THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal 


( recess was token) 
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